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[Continued from No. 1.} 
ic lands herein ceded, and the net revenue from 


the same, are hereby pledged. 
“ARTICLE VI. 


«Jp order to ascertain the full amount of the debts 
and liabilities herein assumed, and the legality and 
yalidity thereof, four commissioners shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who 
shall meet at Washington, Texas, within the period 
of six months after the exchange of the ratifications 
ofthis treaty, and may continue in session not exceed- 
mg twelve months, unless the ae of the United 
States should va the time. ‘They shall take an 
oath for the faithful discharge of their duties, and 
that they are not directly or indirectly interested 
in said claims at the time, and will not be 
during their continuance in office; and the said 
oath shall be recorded with their proceedings. In 
case of the death, sickness, or resignation of 
any of the commissioners, his or their place or 
places may be supplied by the appointment as afore- 
said, or by the President of the United States du- 
ring the recess of the Senate. They, or a majority 
of them, shall be authorized, under such regulations 
as the Congress of the United States may prescribe, 
to hear, examine, and decide on all questions touch- 
ing the legality and validity of said claims, and 
shall, when a claim is allowed, issue a certificate to 
the claimant, stating the amount, distinguishin 

rincipal from interest. The certificates so issue 
shall be numbered, and entry made of the number, 
the name of the person to whom issued, and the 
amount, in a book to be kept for that purpose. They 
shall transmit the records of their proceedings and 
the book in which the certificates are entered, with 
the vouchers and documents produced before them, 
relative to the claims allowed or rejected, to the 
Treasury Department of the United States, to be de- 
posited therein; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, as soon as practicable after the receipt of the 
same, ascertain the aggregate amount of the debts 
and liabilities allowed; and if the same, when added 
to the amount to be paid to Frederick Dawson, and 
the sum which may be paid in the redemption of 
the exchequer bills, shall not exceed the estimated 
sum of ten millions of dollars, he shall, on the present- 
ation of a certificate of the commissioners, issue, at the 
option of the holder, a new certificate for the amount, 
distinguishing principal from interest, and paya- 
ble to him or.order, outj of the net proceeds of the 


public lands hereby ceded, or stock of the United | 


States, for the amount allowed, including principal 
and interest, and bearing an interest of three per 
cent. per annum from the date thereof; which stock, 
in addition to being made payable out of the net 
proceeds of the public lands hereby ceded, shall 
also be receivable in payment for the same. “In 
case the amount of the debts and liabilities allowed, 
with the sums aforesaid to be paid to Frederick 
Dawson, and which may be paid in the redemption 
of the exchequer bills, shall exceed the sum of 
ten millions of dollars, the said secretary, before 
issuing a new certificate, or stock, as the case may 
be, shall make in each case such proportionable and 
ratable deduction on its amount as to reduce the ag- 
giegate to the said sum of ten millions of dollars; 
and he shall have power to make all needful rules 
and regulations necessary to carry into effect the 
powers hereby vested in him. 


“ARTICLE VII. 


“Until farther provision’shall be made, the laws of. 


Texas, as now existing, shall remain in force, 
and all executive and judicial officers of Texas, 
except the President, Vice President, and heads of 
de ents, shall retain their offices, with all power 
and authority appertaining thereto; and the courts 
of pace shall remain in all respects as now estab- 
lished and organized. 
“ARTICLE Vill. 


“Immediately after the ratifications of this 
treaty, the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall ap- 
pomt a commissioner, who shall proceed to Texas 
and receive the transfer of the territory thereof, and 
all the archives and public property, and other 
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things herein conveyed, in the name of the United 
States. He shall exercise all executive authority 
in said territory necessary to the proper execution 
of the laws, until otherwise provided,” 

Be and the same is hereby declared to be the funda- 
mental law of union between the said United 
States and Texas, so soon as the supreme authorities 
of the said republic of Texas shall agree to the same. 
And it shall be the duty of the President of the 
United States, so soon as he shall be officially no- 
tified of such agreement on the part of Texas, to 
announce the same by proclamation. 

_ Resolved further, by the authority aforesaid, That 
it is understood and intended that whatever was 
stipulated to be done immediately, or at a fixed 
period after the exchange of: the ratifications of the 
aforesaid compact, shall be done immediately or in 
a like period after the supreme authorities of Texas 
shall have formally agreed to these resolutions. 

The joint resolution having been read twice, was, 
on the motion of Mr. ARCHER, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

. Mr. BENTON gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the annex- 
ation of Texas to the United States. 

The resolution introduced by Mr. Rives yester- 
day, was taken up-and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not incompatibte with the public inter- 
est todo so, any further correspondence which may have 
taken place between the minister of the United States to 
Mexico and the government of the republic, as well as any 
communication which may have been received from the 
minister of later date than those transmitted with the mes- 
sage of the 34 instant. 

_Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies on the table one day under the 
rules: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before 
the Senate, if in his judgment that may be done without 
prejudice to the public interests, a copy of any instructions 
which may have been given by the executive to the Ameri- 
can minister in England, on the subject of the Territory of 
Oregon, since the correspondence which may have passed 
between this government and that of Great Britain, or be- 
tween either of the two governments and the minister of 
the other, in relation to that subject, since that time. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from Asahel 
Brainard, of Lake county, Ohio, asking an increase 
of pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

n motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, December 10, 1844. 


The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 
proved. * 





ADDITIONAL MEMBERS. 


The following members, whose names have not 
a heretofore published, appeared in their seats 
to-day: 

From South Carolina—Joun Camppet. 

From North Carolina—Kennetu Rayner. 

From Maryland—F rancis Brencie. 


NOTICES OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be direeted 
to inquire and report what amount of unclaimed dividends 
remain in the hands of the officers, agents or trustees of the 
old Bank of the United States. whose charter expired in 
1811; and what action, if any, it would be proper for Con- 
gress to take in relation thereto. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution could only 
be received by general consent. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked the general consent; 
and, there being no objection, 

The SPEAKER put the question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, and it was agreed to. % 

Mr. ADAMS gave notice of his intention here- 
after to ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
Joseph Holmes and others, owners and legal repre- 
sentatives of the crew of the schooner Ind ‘ 

Mr. HOPKINS, on motion, withdrew from the 
files of the House the papers relating to the claim 
of Mary McKnistry. 

Mr. HOGE, pursuant to notice heretofore given, 


asked leave to introduce a bill to direct the Preai- 


dent of the United States to cause the reserved lead 
mines in the State of Illinois and Territories of 
Wisconsin and Iowa to be exposed to public sale. 

Leave was granted, and the bill was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Gemmittee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. CALDWELL gave notice that he would on 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day, offer a joint 
resolution explanatory of an act making appropria- 
tions for the payment of revolutionary and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1845. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. GIDDINGS inquired what was the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER replied, the call by States for 
petitions. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for that order of business. 

The call was;commenced with the State of Maine, 
and petitions were presented. 

From New Hampshire: by Mr. BURKE. 

From Massachusetts: by Mr. ADAMS. 

One of the petitions presented by Mr. Avams was 
on the subject of war, which the petition represented 
as inconsistent with the spirit of Christianity. It 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Another was a petition fram the American Statis- 
tical Society, iti relation to certain errors in the last 
or Sixth Census of the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS said a petition offthis subject, at 
the last session, was referred toa select committee; 
and he hoped this petition would take same direc- , 
tion. 

The SPEAKER stated that the committee of the 
last session was a special committee, and that it 
necessarily expired with the session. 

Mr. A AMS moved the appointment of a select 
committee of nine members for the consideration of 
this petition. He also moved that the petition be 

rinte) 
The SPEAKER put the question on the creation 
of the select committee, and 80 voted in the affirma- 
tive. Without announcing the sumber of those in 
the negative, the Speaker stated there was evidently 
a majority in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER next put the question on print- 
ing the memorial, and decided that ii was lost. 

fr. BARNARD called fora division. He in- 
quired also if the memorial was very long; if not, he 
should ask that it might be read. 

The Clerk replied that it was very long. 

The SPEAKER put the question on printing, 
and 59 voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 


Mr. E. J. BLACK called for the reading of the 
memorial. He said he could not vote satisfactorily 
unless he heard it read. 

The Clerk accordingly proceeded to read the doc- 
ument, which set forth errors in the statistics of col- 
leges and common schools. 

After reading some time without having gore 
through the petition, 

Mr. E.J. BLACK rose and said he had heard 
enough to show him the character of the document; 
he therefore withdrew his demand that it should be 
read, 

Mr. BOYD moved to lay the motion to print on 
the table. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
thus—yeas 10], nays 79, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Baily, Bar- 
ringer, Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, Wiliam J. brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, , Causin, Augustus A. 
Chapman, C Coles, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dellet, Douglass, Dromyzoole, Duncan, Dun- 

lap, Ficklin, Foster, French, Goggin, Nale, Hannibal Ham- 

lin, Hammet, Haralson; Hays, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 

Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
| Oharles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew 

Johnson, G. W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, La- 

branche, Lucas, L , MeCauslen, McConnell, McDow- 

ell, MeKay, Isaac E. a Mespas Neuse neon, 

Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. ¥, Davi 

8. on, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 

St. John, Saunders, David L. mour, Simons, Simpson, 

Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas , Robest Smit, ; 
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rod, John Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P. Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Tibbatts, Benjamin White, Williams, Wood- 
ward, Yancy, and Yost—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, meangine 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Chilton, Chnch, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dickey, ee 
Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Fuller, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Edward 3. Hamlin, H n, Harper, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. pageree Jenks, Perley 
B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
McClelland, Mcllvaine, Matthews, Edward Joy Morris, 
Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Nes, Paterson, Phenix, Pol- 
lock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Rathbun, Robinson, 


Reckwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, . 


Thomas H. Seymour, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stetson, An- 
drew Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Wentworth, Wheaton, John White, Win- 
throp, William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—79. 


So the motion to print was laid on the table. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States by the hands of his 

rivate secretary. 

Mr. ADAMS (still retaining the floor) presented 
four other petitions, signed by residents of the city 
of New York, asking for the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia; and he moved the refer- 
ence of the first to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. EDWARD J. BLACK objected to the re- 
ception of the paper; and he raised the question of 
its reception. 

The Clerk read the petition (which was signed 
by five memorialists) at the request of several mem- 
bers. 


Mr. W. J. BROWN moved to lay the question 
of reception on the table. 

Mr. HOLMES called for the yeas and nays on 
this motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. WINTHROP wished to inquire of the Chair, 
in order that there might be no misunderstanding 
with reference to the effect of this vote in any part 
of the House, whether this motion, if it prevailed, 
would carry the petition with it? 

The SPEAKER replied that this motion would 
not carry the petition to the table. If the motion to 
lay the question to receive on the table prevailed, 
the petition would not bein the power of the 
House. 


Mr. WINTHROP. Will it be in the power of 
my friend from Massachusetts to move the ques- 


tion of reception again? What becomes of the peti- 
tion then? 


c 
The SPEAKER. It remains with the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Then it will be in the hands 
of the gentleman, and he will be at liberty to move 
the question of reception again? 

The SPEAKER replied that that question of or- 
der would remain to be decided upon when it came 
up. 
"The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted— 
yeas 90, nays 99, as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Baily, Bar- 
ringer, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron V. Brewn, 
Milton Brown, William Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Chilton, Clinch, Coles, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Ficklin, French, Goggin, Grider, Hammett, Haral- 
son, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Labrunche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, McKay, 
Mathews, Isaac KE. Morse, rs Newten, Norris, Payne, 
Peyton, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Rod- 
ney, Russell, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, 
Jamea W. Stone, atrony Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, Wentworth, Woodward, and Yancey.—90. 

NAYS.—Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Benton, Brengle, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, J. Brown, Buffington, J. E. Cary, 
Carroll, Chingman, Collamer, Craston, ana, a e 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Edward 
S$. Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. yom 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lyon, 
McCauslin, McClelland, McDowell, Mcllvaine, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
Moseley, Nes, Owen, Parmenter, Paterson, Phecenix, Pol- 
lock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, St. 
John, Sample, Schenck, Thomas H Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Alfred Stone, Sykes, Til- 
den, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Wheaton, John White, Wil- 
liams, Winthrop, Benjamin White, William Wright, and 
Joseph A. Wright—99. 


So the House refused to lay on the table the ques- 
tion of reception. 


The question then recurred, “Shall the petition 
be received ?” 


. 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The roll was then called by the clerk; but before 
the result was announced— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and observed that 
he wished to ask a question of the Speaker. By the 
24th rule, said Mr. I., it is provided that ‘petitions, 
memorials, and other rer addressed to the House, 
shall be presented by the Speaker, or a member in 
his 2 arg. a brief statement of the contents thereof 
shall be made verbally by the introducer; they shall 
not be debated on the day of their being presented, 
nor on any day assigned by the House for the receipt 
of petitions after the first thirty days of the session, 
unless where the House shall direct otherwise, but 
shall lie on the table to be taken up in the order in 
which they were presented. Members having peti- 
tions and memorials to present, may hand them to 
the Clerk, endorsing the same with their names, and 
the reference or disposition to be made thereof; and 
such petitions and memorials shall be entered on the 
journal, subject to the contro] and direction of the 
Speaker; and if any petition or memorial be so hand- 

in, which, in the judgment of the Speaker, is ex- 
cluded by the rules, the sameshall be returned to the 
member from whom it was received.” Now, he de- 
sired to know from the presiding officer whether, 
under the above rule, a petition similar to the one 
before them could be handed to the clerk, and filed 
and referred without the formality of a presentation 
to the House. : 

The SPEAKER replied, that, in the present con- 
dition of the question, the memorial before the 
House could not be so handed in by a member— 
the vote having been taken, and the result not de- 
clared. The Chair would further remark, that, in 
regard to ether petitions, not so circumstanced, eve- 
ry member had a right to hand them in to the Clerk, 
and have them referred. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Might a membertreat 
a — of a similar character in that way? 

he SPEAKER replied that he could. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I shall not vote on the 
question. 

The result of the vote was then announced by the 
Chair to be—yeas 107, nays 8], as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Benton, Brengle, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Car- 
penter, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Clingman, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Farlee, Fish, Slemanen, Foot, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, By- 
ram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Edward S. 
Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, John P. Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lyon, 
McCauslen, McClelland, Me Dowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, 
Nes, Owen, Parmenter, Paterson, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha 
R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, St. John, Sample, 
Schenck, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, An- 
drew Stewart, John Stewart, Alfred P. Stone, = es, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
John White, Benjamin White, Williams, Winthrop, Wil- 
liam Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Baily, Bar- 
ringer, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Coles, Cullom, Dan- 
iel, Garrett Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, Dromgoole, 
Ficklin, French, Goggin, Grider, Hammett, Haralson, 
Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, Jame- 
son, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo . Jones, La- 
branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, McKay, Mathews, 
Isaac E. Morse, Marne, Women, Norris, Payne, Peyton, 
Rayner, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Rod- 
ney, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Robert. Smith, 
Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Strong, Summers, Tay- 
lor, Thomasson, Tibbats, Woodward, and Yancey—8]. 

So the petition was received. — 

Mr. ADAMS moved to refer it to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. os 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay the petition on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the vote was taken; but before 
the result was announced, : 

Mr. E.J. BLACK (his name being called) said 
that, not believing that he had a right, under the 
constitution, to vote on this question, he declined 
voting. 

The result was then announced to be—yeas 88, 
nays 99, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Baily, Bar- 
ringer, Bidlack, James Black, James A. Biack, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, 
Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Clinch, Clinton, Coles, Cu , Daniel, (Garrett 





Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Douglass 
le, Ficklin, French, Fuller, in, Grider, —— 
aralson, eran Houston, Hubard, Hu tt, 
ohnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. jones, 
Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, McDowell 
McKay, Mathews, Isaac E. Morse, Murphy, Newton Ne F 
ris, Payne, Peyton, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Robes. 
Rodney, Russell, Senter, Simons, Simpson, Slidel] Thom. ; 
oo a —— a Stephens, Andres 
ewart, es, Strong, Summers, Taylor, Tho : 
batts, Wentworth, and Yancey—8s. * mesten, Tib. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Benton, Brink 
hoff, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carpenter, Jeremiah . 
Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Chilton, Clingman, Collamer. ¢y.,, 
ston, Dana, ving, 5 Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey Dil 
linghom, Dunlap, “lmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot’ Fos 
ter, Giddings, + bee Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hannibal Ham, 
lin, Edward S. Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Her. 
rick, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 3 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson 
Andrew Kennedy, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Danie 
P. King, Kirkpatrick, 7 McCauslen, McClelland, Mejj. 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman 
H. Morse, Moseley, Nes, Owen, Parmenter, Phenix Pol. 
lock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy Rath. 
bun, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, St. John, Sample 
Schenck, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Alher 
Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, John Stew. 
art, Stone, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton 
John White, Benjamin ite, Williams, Winthrop, Wi: 
liam Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—99. , 
So the petition was not laid on the table. 
The petition was then referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 
Other petitions were presented— 


From Massachusetts: by Messrs. WINTHROP 
and PARMENTER. 

From Connecticut: by Messrs. SIMONS and 
STEWART. The latter gentleman presented reso- 
lut?6ns of the general assembly of the State of Con- 
necticut, in favor of the protection of domestic in- 
dustry, and the distribution of the public lands; and 
also, against the annexation of Texas. 

From the State of New York: by Messrs. SEY- 
a” KING, STETSON, BENTON, and 

From the State of Pennsylvania: by Mr. J. R. 
INGERSOLL. 

One of the petitions pre by this gentleman 
was on the subject of the naturalization of for- 
eigners. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved the reference of 
this petition to a select committee of nine members, 
which was not agreed to; and the petition was sent 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

From the State of North Carolina: by Mr. BAR- 
RINGER. a 

From the State of South Carolina: by Mr. J. 
CAMPBELL, who also withdrew certain papers 
from the files of the House. 

From Georgia: by Mr. STILES. 

From wore by Messrs. FRENCH, TIB- 
BATTS, CALDWELL, BOYD, G. DAVIS, and 
THOMASSON. 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, it was 

Resolved, That the petition of the heirs of Philip R. Rice, 
praying to be paid the value of a vessel belonging to him, 
and impressed into the public service in the revolutionary 
war, and thereby lost, be withdrawn from the files of the 


clerk’s office, and referred to the Committee on Reyolution- 
ary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 


the expediency of declaring Paducah, in the State of Ken- . 


tucky, a port of entry, and report by bill or otherwise. 
On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs inquire 
into the manner in which the Choctaw academy, in Ken- 
tucky, is conducted, and particularly whether the Indian 
youth sent there for instruction are properly attended to in 
respect to their clothing, boarding, morals, and general ed- 
ucation. 


From Ohio: by Messrs. DUNCAN and GID- 
DINGS. 
Tne House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of Charles Walworth: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The . of Wm. Slocum: referred to the Committee 

I ensions. 

“ey Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of Esther Standish 
widow of Amos Standish, deceased, for a pension: referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. DILLINGHAM: Phe petition of Wm. Rich: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

n: referred to the Com- 


The petition of Harry 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of widow F. B. De Belle- 
vue, of the h of Avoyelles, Louisiana, for pensionmon- 
ey, &e.: to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SLIDELL: The peeers of Lathrop Allen: refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The petition of certain clerks employed in the custom. 





w Orleans from 1832 to 1837, for payment of ar- 

teen ries: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. STILES: The memorial of the Central Railroad 
Co y of Georgia, relief from cer- 
tain bonds given for duties on railroad iron imported under 


the provisions of the act of Congress of the lth July, 1832: i| 


to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

reer THOMASSON: The petition of W. N. Bullitt & 
Co. and others, of Louisville, Kentucky, praying a reduc- 
tion of postage: referred to the Co ttee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. ie 

By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of Abner E. Van Ness, of 
Cass county, Indiana, praying indemnification for losses 
sustained by him in a contratt for surveying public lands in 
the State of Michigan: referred to the Committee on Public 


The petition of John Anderson and seventy-one others, 
and of A. E. Rhodes and thirty-two others, citizens of Indi- 
ana, praying for a mail route from Rochester to Wabash 


wn. 

“The petitions of G. C, Buell and thirty-four others, and of 
Wm. Tatman and eighty-seven others, praying for a mail 
route from Lafayette to Michigan city: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The memorial of John J. Deming and one hundred and 
thirty-two others, citizens of St. Joseph county, Indiana, 
praying a reduction in the rates of postage. 

The memorials of E. P. Taylor and two hundred and twen- 
ty-one others, and of A. P. Richardson and one hundred and 
twenty-five others, of the same county, and ef J. D. Ross 
and others, of Porter county, for the same object: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The petition of D. E.Long and seventy -five others, cit- 
jzens of Indiana, praying that some regulation may be made 
by law for the drainage of the wet public lands in the land 
districts uf Fort vemne and Winamac. 

The petition of Thomas Bently and others, for the same 


object. 

The petition of Thomas Parmer and others, for the same 
object. 

The petition of Jacob Ruple and others, for the same ob- 


ject. 
: The petition of Wm. C. Coppock and others, for the same 
object. 

The petition of Wm. Montgomery and others, for the 
same object. 

The petition of George L. Harris and others, for the same 
object. 

The petition of Jesse Coppock and others, for the same 
object: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR: The petition of Elijah Blodgett, 
of Connecticut, for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The petition of Major Charles Larrabee, of Connecticut, 
an invalid pensioner, praying Congress for an increase of 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The petition of Frederick Pearle, of Connecticut, a pen- 
sfoner under the act of 1818, asking Co ss for a sum of 
money equal to the amount of pensions withheld from him 
from 1820 to 1823: referred to the Committee on Reyolution- 
“" Pensions. 

he petition of Daniel B. Perkins for an allowance for 
services to the government, by which he received injuries: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The petition of Solomon Hunt, of Connecticut, praying 
Congress to authorize some proper officer, under the super- 
intendence of the petitioner, to cause to be made a number 
of pieces of ordnance from wrought iron: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

~ | Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Mrs. Nancy Hag- 
gard, of Cumberland county, Kentucky. 

The petition of Thomas Emerson, administrator and heir 
of John Emerson, deceased, of Cumberland county, Ken- 
tucky: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, December 11, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Navy Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of 18th March, 1842, a list of the names of all 
officers then in the navy, the periods of their admis- 
sion into the service, the dates of their present com- 
missions, and the term of their tive sea ser- 
vice, &c., &c.; which, on motion of Mr. BAYARD, 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files the original papers of 
Elisha Winter and William Winter. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the papers in 
reference to the claim of Walker and Beatty. 

_Mr. HANNEGAN presented a memorial from 
citizens of Indiana, lak others, asking Congress to 
make an appropriation of lands to continue the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal to the Ohio river: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from the 
»ockholders of the Farmers’ and Mechanics’ Bank 
of Georgetown, saking for a renewal of their char- 
ter: referred to the Coinslttep on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a memorial signed by 
members of the general assembly of Arkansas, ask- 
ing for the establishment of a mail route from Little 
Rock to Dallas; and another from Perryville to 
Parks, in that State: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also presented documentary evidence in support 





of the petition of Asahel Brainard; which was re- 
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ferred to the committee having the petition in 


arge. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
Mary Reeside, the executrix of the last will and tes- 
tament of James Reeside, praying Congress to pass 
a law authorizing the settlement of the claim of her 
d hus against the Post Office Depart- 
ment. Mr. B. moved its reference to the Judiciary 
Committee. 


Mr. MERRICK made an argument in favor of 
referring the memorial to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. He maintained that the 
claim was one growing out of the connection of Mr. 
Reeside with the Post Office Department. He was 
aware the United States court for the district of 
Pennsylvania had rendered a judgment against the 
government in favor of Mr. Reeside for a la 
amount, yet that did not change the nature of the 
claim. hough the judgment had been rendered, 
yet it appeared upon the books of the department 
that there was some $60,000 due the United States 
by Mr. Reeside. That, he argued, was a good rea- 
son for the reference he proposed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, on the other hand, contend- 
ed that there was a judicial question involved, found- 
ed upon the judgment rendered in favor of Mr. 
Reeside; that the Judiciary Committee had, had at 
the lastsession, charge of the subject, and reported a 
bill referring the claim to an accounting officer 
in one of the executive departments for inveatiga- 
tion, with the view that a report should be made to 
Congress of the amount which might be found due 
to the claimant. That bill was passed by the Sen- 
ate, but failed in the other House for want of time 
to act upon it. The Judiciary Committee, having 
investigated the claim at the last session, were better 
prepared to mature a bill for its adjustment in time 
to be passed at this session of Congress, than the 
Post Office Committee, who would have to examine 
such a mass of details before they could arrive at 
any conclusion, that it would be impossible for 
them: to embody their opinion in time to be acted 
upon this session. He would not enter into the 
merits of the claim at that stage of the proceeding, 
though he mentioned, by way of reply to the senator 
from Maryland, that the books of the Post Office 
Department, which that senator stated showed Mr. 
Reeside to be indebted to the United States some 

60,000, were exhibited to the court and the jury 
fore whom the case was investigated, and the ver- 
dict rendered in favor of the then claimant for a large 
amount. He expressed a wish that the matter 
might go to the Judiciary Committee, so as to render 
it more certain that justice would be done in the 
case this session. 

Mr. BERRIEN also argued in favor of the ref- 
erence of the claim to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. NILES differed with the senator from 
Georgia, and maintained that the claim, though it 
had been ere: upon by a judicial tribunal, had 
not been changed in its nature. It was one founded 
upon details and facts which it was as much the 
duty of Congress to pass upon now as before the 
judgment was rendered. He argued that the sub- 
ject should be either sent to the Committee on the 

‘ost Office and Post Roads or to the Committee on 
Claims, which latter he preferred. 

The question was then taken on referring the 
memorial to the Judiciary Committee, and decided 
in the affirmative, by ayes 18 to noes 13. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the credentials of 
Hon. Tuomas H. Benren, elected a senator from 
Missouri, to serve for six years from the 4th day of 
March next; which were read, and ordered to be 
placed on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. TAPPAN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill to establish the 
Smithsonian institution for she increase and diffu- 
sion of knowledge among men. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies one day on 
the table, viz: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate (if not incompatible 
with the public interest) copies of all the correspondence 
not heretofore transmitted to the Senate, which may have 
taken place between the Department of State and the pres- 
ent minister of the United States to France; and between 
that minister and the government of France, relating to the 
proposed annexation of Texas to the United States. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the memo- 
rial of Alexander M. Cummings. 

Mr. BAYAND, on leave, introduced a bill to af- 
ford relief to certain contractors with the govern- 
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ment; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill fer the 
relief of the legal tatives of Pierre Menard, 
deceased, Josia T. Betts, Jacob Feaman, and Ed- 
ward Roberts of the State of Illinois, sureties of Fe- 
lix St. Vrain, late Indian agent, deceased; which 
was read twice, and referred tothe Commitiee on 
Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of modifying the 
naturalization oflaws ofthe United States, so as to extend 
the time allowed to enable Seotgnets to become citizens; 
to require greater guards against fraudinthe steps to be 
taken in procuring naturalization papers; and to prevent, as 
far as practicable, frand and violence at elections. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, leave was granted 


to withdraw from the files the papers of John H. 
McIntosh. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported back, without amendment, the bill for 


the relief of the legal representatives of Joshua Ken- 
nedy, of Alabama. 


THE ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. BENTON, agreeably to notice, introduced, 
on leave— 


A billto provide for the annexation of Texas to the 
United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and advised to open negotiations with "Mexico and 
Texas, for the adjustment of boundaries, and the annexation 
a a latter to the United States, on the following bases, to 
wit: 

I. The boundary of the annexed territory to be in the 
desert prairie west of the Nueces, and along the highlends 
and mountain heights which divide the waters of the Mis- 
sissippi from the waters of the Rio del Norte, and to latitude 
forty-two degrees north. 

Il. The people of Texas, by a ee ‘acti or by any 
authentic act which shows the will of the majority, to ex- 
press their assent to said annexation. 

IIL. A State, to be called “the State of Texas,’ with boun- 
daries fixed by herself, and an extent not exceeding that of 
the largest State in the Union, be admitted into the Unto, 
ere ofthis act, on an equal footing with the original 

es. 

IV. The remainder ofthe annexed territory to be held 
and disposed of by the United States as one of their territo- 
ries, and to be called “the Southwest Territory.” 

V. The existence of slavery to be forever prohibited in 
the northern and northwestern part of said territory, west 
ofthe 100th degree of longitude west from Greenwich, so 
as to divide, as equally as may be, the whole of the 
annexed country between slaveholding and non-slavehold- 
ing States. 

I. The assent of Mexico to be obtained by treaty to 
such annexation and boundary, or to be dispensed with 
when the Congress of the United States may deem such as- 
sent to be unnecessary. 

VII. Other details of the ‘annexation to be adjusted by 
treaty, so far as the same may come within the scope of the 
treaty-making power. 


Which, having been read twice, was, ori the mo- 
tion of Mr. ARCHER, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAYARD gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to increase the 
pay of certain officers of the revenue cutters while 
serving in the navy of the United States. 

Also introduced, on leave, a bill concerning fur- 
loughs in the naval service; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day on the table, 
Viz: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the amount of moneys in the treas- 
ury on the Ist day ofeach month since January, 1844, in- 
clusive; the pubiic officers, individuals, or corporations 
with whom the same were deposited at vach of the afore- 
said periods; the security, ifany, which has been required 
for their safekeeping, disbursement, or repayment; whether 
the public revenues have been loaned or used by the de- 
positories; and, if so; whether this has been done in pur- 
suance of any order or authority of thefgovernment, 2nd 
whether any per centage or allowance, directly or indirect- 
ly, has been received by the treasury for the possession 
and use of the public revenue on deposite; and that he also 
state whether the public revenues have been transferred 
during the period aforesaid from one depository to another, 
otherwise than for regular disbursement; and, if so, the 
rsasons for such transfers, whether for the greater security 
of the funds, their more equal distribution in different sec- 
tions of the Union, or the greater per centage or allowance 
forthe use of them, or any other reasons which may have 
induced their transfers otherwise than for their regular 
disbursement; and that he also state, whether there has 
been any failure on the part of any of the depositories of 
the public revennes to pay over the same on demand in the 
lawful currency of the United States; and whether any 


losses have beea sustained by any such depositories, or 
whether there are any reasons to apprehend a joss from any 
of those now having the public funds on deposite, 


eo ay Ne 








DFE MEA oe 





26 


OREGON. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Axwen, being the next business in order, was 
read: 

Resotved, That the President be requested to lay before 
the Senate, if in his judgment that may be done without 
prdjudice to the public interests, acopy of any instructions 
which may have been given by the executive to the Ameri- 
can minister in England, on the subject of the Territory of 
Oregon, since the correspondence which mer have passed 
between this government and that of Great Britain, or be- 
tweenjeither of the two governments and the minister of the 
other, in relution to that subject, since that time. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that this resolution 
asked for papers to be communicated only in the 
event that prejudice to the public service could not, 
in the judgment of the executive, ensus. Since the 
resolution was offered yesterday, he (Mr, A.) had 
conferred with the head of the Dosartaneal of State, 
and now had it in his power to say to the Senate 
that it was the opinion of the Secretary of State that 
prejudice to the public service would be the result 
of making the communications thus called for. He 
(Mr. A.) hoped, therefore, he would have the con- 
currence of the senator from Oliio in the suggestion 
he should make to let the resolution be laid on the 
table for the present. He invited this concurrence 
ina — of courtesy; but if the senator should dis- 
sent, he should feel it to be his duty to call upon 
the Senate to reject the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN desired that this question should 
take its regular course. The resolution was ad- 
dressed to the President of the United States, and 
not to the Secretary of State. It desired, on the 
part of the Senate, that a communication in relation 
to these important public documents should be 
made to that body, only m the event of the public 
interests not suffering by such communication. 
When this resolution should be presented to the 
President, it would be quite time to inform the Sen- 
ate what was his decision as to making the corres- 
pondence public. ‘The senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Arcuer,| if he (Mr. Atven) understood him, said 
that he had had some informal communication with 
the head of the State Department, and that, from the 
intercouse which took place, he was enabled to say 
it was the opinion of the Secretary of State that 
this correspondence could not be made public, with- 
out prejudice to the public interests. 

It was his (Mr. Avven’s) desire that the opinion 
in answer to this resolution should come from the 
executive authority, in order that it might form a 
‘eny of the archives of the country—that it might 

»€ an enduring opinion—and that it should be ex- 
pressed under proper responsibility; and with that 
view, he had submitted the resolution in the ordina- 
ry form, and in the form which he should persist 
to observe upon this and all like occasions. Yester- 
day, when a resolution was submitted, calling upon 
the President of the United States for the corres- 
pondence between this government and the govern- 
ment of Mexico, upon a subject of far greater del- 
icacy than that involving a mere question of 
geographical boundary line, and passed, among 
others, he voted for it, as he should always vote 
for such resolutions; and he saw no objection ap- 
plying to the resolution now before the Senate, that 
would not apply with far greater force to that to 
which he had referred. 

He would not, however, enter into those weighty 
considerations which had actuated him in offering 
the resolution. He would only state that he knew 
of no mysteriousness which could attend the ques- 
tion to which the resolution relates. He knew of no 
form that the present negotiation could assume, or 
of any circumstance attending the negotiation, which 
should make it the duty of either government to 
veil the transactions between them. But he should 
ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ARCHER on that, when he submitted 
to the honorable senator from Ohio the option 
whether he would consent to lay the resolution on 
the table, or submit it to the decision of the Senate, 
in full view of the opinion of the department to 
which it must necessarily be submitted, he had 
hoped the senator would acquiesce in his suggestion. 
But the senator did not seem to apprehend that, in 
the choice submitted to him, any courtesy was of- 
fered. He (Mr. Ancner) did not for a moment 
suppose, when he had made known the communica- 
tion he had made from the Department of State, 
that there could be two opinions as to the 

ropriety ot disposing of this resolution. 

f the honorable senator entertained a differ- 
ent opinion, he must be the only one in the 
Senate who could conccive that, when a subject of 
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negotiation was pending between this government 
and that of another country, it was proper for the 
Senate, after it was made known from the execu- 
tive department that disclosures would prejudice 
such negotiation, to interrogate the chief istrate 
in regard to its progress. It would be to call upon 
the executive to expose the information most mate- 
rial to this country, leaving unexposed that relating 
to the government of Great Britain. When he (Mr. 
Arcuer) told the honorable senator that he had 
conferred with ihe head of the Department of State, 
and that it was his opinion the communication called 
for could not be made without prejudice to the pub- 
lic interest, he did not anticipate that the senator would 
object that the Department of State was not the 
organ of the President of the United States. 
Now he(Mr. Arcuer) should say that the Secreta- 
y of State is the only organ through which the 

residentcan make any communication of this na- 
ture to the Senate. It was a subject in his hands; 
and was it not by such organ that any approach 
could be made to the information which the Presi- 
dent is asked to communicate? Did any one ever 
before hear a position advanced, which must lead 
to the conclusion that an opinion might be com- 
municated to the Senate, by the Department of State, 
as an executive opinion, adverse and contrary to the 
opinion and judgment of the chief magistrate him- 
self? The opinion of the executive department is to 
be taken as the opinion of the chief magistrate. The 
subject is depending, at present, as a matter of nego- 
tiation in the capital of the United States; and all 
the Senate knew that any legislative interference 
must have the tendency to disturb that negotiation. 
But where would be either the propriety or decorum 
of any interference? He (Mr. Arcuer) could hardly 
conceive that, even in the ardor of political excite- 
ment, it would be thought desirable to invoke party 
spirit to sustain a course so manifestly impolitic. 
But he was now glad the senator had declined the 
courtesy which he (Mr. Arcugr) had shown every 
disposition to extend to him; forit would give the 
Senate an opportunity of making the decision itself. 
He could not suppose that the senator’s resolution 
would be sustained after what he had made known 
as the opinion of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. ALLEN, after a few remarke, imperfectly 
heard, said that the resolution (passed yesterday) to 
which he had already referred, was in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interests 
to do se, any further correspondence which may have ta- 
ken place between the minister of the United States to 
Mexico and the government of the republic, as well as any 
communication which may have been received trom the 
minister of later date than those transmitted with the mes- 
sage of the 3d instant. 

Now, this resolution, which was passed with 
such brotherly harmony, relates to an important ne- 
gotiation now pending between this country and 
another. It relates to a negotiation, involving a 
question of boundary, like that to which his reso- 
lution referred; and there was found in this resolu- 
tion, while pending before the Senate, no scruples 
of indelicacy. 

It was not supposed that the spirit of party would 
be invoked to impede the passage of the resolution 
which he had just quoted; but when the discussion 
of Oregon came up—which was a question, and a 
sole question of boundary, connected with no other 
than that of boundary—which was a bare matter 
of history,—the Senate was told it was one of 
indelicacy !—that they ‘must not even ask the Presi- 
dent of the United States to make the correspond- 
ence public at his own discretion; for it merely con- 
a his judgment. If he had thought there 
was anything ee in offering a resolution of 
this nature, he would not have offered it. He de- 
signed no indelicacy towards the President of the 
United States, the Rieceer of State, or any one 
else. But a great question was pending—it was said 
was in negotiation. Many of the facts relating to 
it had already been spread before the public. The 
President had nationalized the question to the peo- 
ple in his annual message. He had made it a right 
to his countrymen to inquire into each stage of the 
negotiation, by the frequent and full allusions which 
he had made to the subject. 

The senator from Virginia [Mr. Arncuer] seemed 
to forget that this was not a resolution addressed to 
the President, without qualifications. It was not 
an order of the Senate that he should obey, or a 
mandate; or even a request that he should comply 
with its requisitions, witheut that constitutional sav- 
ing qualification which it had always been the prac- 


tice of that body to introduce in all resolutions of 
nature. He was asked, “‘ifin his judgment” he 
could do so without detriment to the public welfare 
to furnish the correspondence. , 
He (Mr. Aten) thought the question between 
the senator from Virginia and himself was not , 
question as to whether this correspondence should 
be made public; but, whether the communication 
from the executive should be made formally, and 
recorded. Where there was no reason for ‘with. 
holding the President’s opinion, he desired {, 
have it. He wished it recorded. It should be 
laced upon the archives of the government 
e did not wish it to be lost among the vagye. 
ness of floating verbal communications. If there 
was any objection to the resolution, why was it ne. 
cessary for the honorable senator from Virginia to 
hold any intercourse with the State Department up. 
on the subject? If it was indelicate for the Senate 
as one organized department of the national legisla. 
ture, to make any appeal to the judgment of the 
President connected with his treaty-making power 
was it not equally indelicate for one member of that 
ae. to ask the same question of the Secretary of 
He had said that this resolution was addressed to 
the President of the United States—not to the Ser. 
retary of State; and he desired it to be understood 
that he was not actuated in this business by any 
disposition to tamper with the President, the Secre. 
tary, or anybody else; but purely by a desire to see 
how this question stands, and that the legislative de- 
pertment of the — might know what to do 
when the bill relating to the extension of our juris- 
diction (for the protecticn of our citizens) over the 
territory comes up. It was time to have this infor- 
mation, if that object is to be effected this session. 
As he had said last session, the withholding from 
Congress of this correspondence operated actually 
as a veto power upon the legislation of Congress. 
Congress could not wisely legislate upon a subject 
about which it was ignorant as to facts. Congress 
now desired to legislate upon it; to extend a protect- 
ing arm over the defenceless citizens of that coun- 
try, (Oregon,) and to take the preliminary steps, 
pending the negotiation. 
He wished to know if he understood the senator 
[Mr. Arcuer] as making any motion on the subject? 
Mr. ARCHER remarked that it was not neces- 
sary tomake any motion, and therefore he had not 
made it. He did not suppose it was necessary to 
say to any member of the Senate that there was no 
negotiation pending between this government and 
that of Mexico. It was notorious that no such ne- 
gotiation was pending; and this was the circum- 
stance which made the distinction between the reso- 
lution adopted yemnety and that now before the 
Senate. What was the objection which he had 
raised against this resolution? Was it not that there 
is a negotiation pending on the subject? And what 
is the argument of the senator from Ohio? That a 
similar resolution was passed yesterday without - 
ition. But wasit similar? Was it not on asu 
ject about which there is no pending negotiation at 
all? The senator from Ohio had made one remark 
which was very just—that it was wholly superflu- 
ous in him (Mr. Arcner) to address himself to the 
Department of State to know whether it was fit to 
this resolution: it was superfluous; for he 
(Mr. Arcuer) knew beforehand, as well as he 
knew now, what would be the opinion to be 
expected from the executive, through the 
Secretary of State. And even if he had not 
consulted the Secretary of State, he should 
have known—as every senator would have known— 
the impropriety of calling for papers relative to a 
subject at issue, pending a negotiation for its ad- 
justment. He (Mr. A.) was well assured he might 
ave 8 himself the trouble of making any in- 
quiry; but he did inquire, out of respect for the Sen- 
ate. The senator from Ohio might know better 
than he did, what the state of affairs was between 
this government and that of Mexico, and whether 
there was or was not a pending negotiation. Ifone 
was pending, he (Mr. A.) was not aware ofit. _ 
The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was adopted by yeas 24, to nays 16, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, ’ 
Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dickinson, Fi > 
Foster of New York, Hannegan, Henderson, McDuffie, 
Niles, Pearce, Rives, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, White, 
Ww e, and Woodbury—24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, w, Berrien, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Evans, Foster of Tennesee, Francis, Huntington 
a en Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, and 
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On motion by Mr. STURGEON, the Senate pro- 
to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 11, 1844. 


he journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

7 HoUGLASS rose, and desired to ae notice 
of motion for leave to introduce to-morrow, or some 
subsequent day, a bill toauthorize the purchase of 
Greenhow’s history of Oregon, California, and the 
other territories on the northwest coast of America; 
and also a bill to establish the territory of Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER said the notices could only be 
introduced by the general consent of the House. 

No objections being made, the notices were re- 
ceived and entered on the journal. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to know of the Chair, if 
it would now be in order for him to move the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to take up a bill which was 


referred to that committee at the last session of Con- 
; 


The SPEAKER was understood to reply that, 
under an order which had been adopted by the 
House at the present session of Congress, bills re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and undisposed of at the adjournment 
of the last session, were placed in the same position 
in which they were at the eager and were 
before the Committee of the Whole, to be taken up 
whenever the committee saw fit. 


Mr. HOUSTON said he had had the honor of re- 
porting a bill at the last session from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, proposing to reduce and grad- 
uate the price of public lands to settlers and cultiva- 
tors, which was now before the committee. He 
felt, as his immediate constituents and the country 

nerally felt, a very deep interest in that bill, and 

esired the speedy action of Congress upon it. As 
they now had nething of importance before them, 
and as this was a short session, the sooner they be- 
gan their labors the better for the country. He 
intended to press this bill upon the consideration of 
the House at this session, and to have action upon 
it if possible; and he hoped the House would now 
indulge him by going into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the nion, with a view to take u 
and act upon the bill to which he had called the at- 
tention of the House. He therefore moved that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. DUNCAN gave notice, in case the motion 
prevailed, he should move, in committee, to take 
up the bill which had been under the consideration 
of the committee, relative to the time of holding the 
preaidential elections. 

The question was taken and resulted as follows 
“ue 4, nees 30—no quorum voting. 

ellers were ordered, and the question being ta- 
+ was decided in the affirmative—ayes 89, noes 





So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cave 
Jounson in the Chair.) 


Mr. DUNCAN moved to take up the bill “‘to es- 
tablish a uniform day for holding clections for elect- 
ors of President and Vice President in all the States 
of the Union.” 


The CHAIRMAN remarked that this bill was 
the one regularly before the committee, having been 
— its consideration at the time the committee 
ast rose. 


Mr. HOUSTON said that he certainly had no op- 
position to the bill, having voted for it at the last 
session, and intending to vote for it in; but 
he considered it more important that the House act 
as early as ible upon the bill to which he had 
called attention. He therefore moved to lay aside 
the bill under consideration, with a view to take up 
the bill to reduce and graduate the prices of the pub- 
lic lands. 

After some conversation with several tlemen, 
Mr. H. remarked that he understood that the bill now 
before the commitjee, which seemed to be under the 

uliar guardianship of the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. Duncan,] would consume but little further 
time; and that, with that expectation—with the ex- 
pectation that the gentleman would not make more 
than five or six speeches, as he had done the other 
day—he would withdraw his motion, hoping that 
the bill would soon be disposed of. 
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PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


So the consideration of the bill “to establish a 
uniform time for holding elections for electors of 
President and Vice President in all the States of the 
Union” was proceeded with. 

To the first section of the bill, Mr. Ermer had 
moved an amendment, which amendment Mr. Ham- 
Lin had moved to amend as before stated in our re- 
ports; and the question pending was on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN said the gentleman who had ori- 
ginally introduced this bill had prepared an amend- 
ment which met his (Mr. H.’s) views. He would 
therefore withdraw his amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. eee 

Mr. ELMER said that the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Duncan] had shown him an amendment to 
this bill which suited the gentleman’s views better 
than the one he (Mr. E.) had offered, and which 
was substantially the same, although he (Mr. E.) 
was not quite as well satisfied with its phaseology. 
Nevertheless, as he wished to throw no obstacles 
in the way of this matter, he would withdraw his 
amendment. We: 

Mr. DUNCAN then offered an amendment, to 
strike out the entire bill after the enacting clause, 
and insert a substitute therefore; which, after the 
adoption of one or two verbal amendments, at the 
suggestion of Mr. ELMER and Mr. WINTHROP, 
is as follows: 

That the electors of President and Vice President shall be 
appointed in each State on the first Tuesday after the 
first Monday in November of the year in which they 
are to be appointed; provided that each State may, 
by law, provide for the filling of any vaeancy or va- 
cancies which may occur in its college of electors 
when such college meets to give its electoral vote; and 

rovided, also, when any State shall have held an election 
or the purpose of choosing electors and shall fail to make 
a choice on the day aforesaid, then the electors may be 


sppeiated on a subsequent day, in such manner as the State 
shall, by law, provide. 





The question was taken without debate, and the 
substitute was adopted. 

The question then being on wsing and reporting 
the bill to the House as amended, at the request of 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, the bill, in its present form, 
was read by the Clerk (as above given, with the 
addition of the enacting clause.) 

Mr. JAMESON, in compliance, he remarked, 
with the suggestion of several gentlemen, moved to 
strike out the word ‘November,’ and in lieu there- 
of to insert the word ‘‘October,” as the time for the 
elections to take place. 


Mr. DUNCAN said this amendment, if it were 
adopted, would involve serious difficulty. We had 
a law which provided for the meeting of the electo- 
ral colleges of the different States on the same day; and 
that that day should be within thirty-four days after 
the elections. This law would have to be amended 
if the amendment of the gentleman prevailed. 
Within the first few days of November, or in the 
month of November, all the States met at this time; 
this bill would make little or no change at all as to 
the time of election; and as the public sentiment had 
appointed this time, he hoped it would not be under- 
taken to change it. For these reasons, he hoped the 
amendment would not prevail, and that the gentle- 
man would not urge it. 

Mr. JAMESON withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE pointed oui several errors in 
the phraseology in the bill as it now stood, and 
said fe had prepared a substitute for the whole bill, 
which he would take the liberty to read, and which 
the gentleman [Mr. Duncan] would perhaps see 
fit to accept as more precise than his own. Mr. D. 
read the substitute which he had prepared, briefly 
explained some ofits provisions, and repeated the 
expression of his hope that it would be the pleasure 
of the —r to accept it asa substitute for his 
own bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that he thought the 
amendment was not in order, and could not be ac- 
cepted by the gentleman from Ohio, inasmuch as 
the gentleman’s amendment had been adopted by 
the committee. eee 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the bill was not 
open for amendment? : 

The CHAIRMAN oe that it was not, (a sub- 
stitute for the whole bill having been adopted by the 
committee. ) ; ! 

Mr. RHETT said it appeared, then, that the com 
mittee had just adopted a bill with a great number 
of defects in it, insomuch that the gentleman frem 
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Virginia (Mr. Dromcoore] had been induced to 
rise and present a new bill. [t appeared to him, (Mr. 
R.,) with at deference to the gentleman from 
Ohio, that it was rather rash to act upon soim- 
portant a measure without some committee having 
concocted and perfected the necessary details of it. 
He would suggest, therefore, to the gentleman from 
Ohio, to let this bill go to a committee in some shape 
or other—to a select committee, if they pleased, and 
let the gentleman himself be at the head so as to se- 
cure a speedy report of it, which could then be 
printed, and enable gentlemen to examine the bill, 
which they had not yet had an opportunity of doing. 
For himself, he had not seen the bill which they 
had been called to vote upon this morning, and the 
great proportion of the House were called to vote 
in the dark upon this matter. 

Mr. McKAY observed that the difficulty could be 
obviated. Itwas now out of order for the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Dromeoote] to move his 
substitute for the bill of the gentleman from Ohio; 
but the Committee of the Whole could report the 
bill as it now stood, and it would then be in order 
for the gentleman to move the substitute. 

Cries of ‘*That will do.’ 

Ar. RHETT inquired of the chairman if it would 
be in order the move the substitute in the House, as 
the gentleman indicated ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that that question 
would come up in the House for decision: the ques- 
tion before the committee was upon rising and re- 
porting the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired if it would be in order 
to lay aside this bill and take up another? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it would? 

The bill was laid aside accordingly. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HOUSTON then moved to take up the bill 
“to reduce and graduate the prices of the public 
lands in favor of settlers and cultivators.” 

The question being taken by tellers on Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s motion, it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
71, noes 62. 

So the bill was taken up and read. 

Mr. COLLAMER observed that he was a mem- 
ber of the committee at the last session of Congress 
by whom this bill was reported. By the minority 
of the committee, of which he was one, it was 
thought advisable not to make a separate report, but 
to treat the subject in the ordinary course of legisla- 
tion, and present their objections to it on the floor, 
in the course of debate. He had, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, furnished himself with several re- 
ports and documents containing information which 
would better have enabled him to present his views 
to the committee; these he had not now at hand, but 
he would endeavor to give the substance of the in- 
formation they contained in the few remarks he was 
about to make. In the first place, he would remark 
that the principle on which the lands of the United 
States, for a number of years past, bad been put in 
the market and sold, was, to adapt the sales in the 
best manner to the wants and circumstances of the 
actual settlers and the poorer classes of the commu- 
nity. It could not be contended, therefore, that this 
bill. would benefit the actual settler; for it must be 
conceded that it would be more for the advantage of 
the nyse man to purchase forty acres of rich land at 
$1 25 per acre than to get one hundred and sixty 
acres of inferior land at a reduced price. 

Again, it had been contended that it was for the 
advantage of the new States to have | bodies of 
lands surveyed and brought into market in all of 
them, in order to give the settlers a greater variety 
of selection. We have now (said he) somethi 
over a hundred millions of acres in the market; and, 
added to these, there were vast quantities of lands 
for sale belonging to private individuals. Gentle- 
men would bear in mind that, in 1836, there were 
twenty-five millions of dollars’ worth of the public 
lands purchased by private individuals, the most of 
which were now in the market. The first pur- 
chasers of these jands were now in competition with 
the government. All these lands had to be sold, as 
well as those which the government brought into 
the market. The demand for lands now was not 
more than two or three millions annually; and yet, 
notwithstanding the vast quantities of lands already 
surveyed and in the market, gentlemen proposed to 
create this additional rt He contended that 
the length of time during which the iands had been 
in market was no criterion of their value. By a re- 

rt of the Commissioner of the Land Office, which 
fe had in his hand, it appeared that there were land 
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districts where the lands had been in the market for 
more than twenty years, and where little or no 
lands had been sold, in which the very best lands 
were to be found. There were millions of acres in 
the State of Illinois, that had been in the market for 
more than twenty years, that were as good lands as 
— in the State. 

he gentleman from Alabafna, (Mr. Houstow,] he 
presumed, might be able to show that in his State 
there was a residuum of lands that would probably 
never be sold at the present price. Now, where that 
was the case, he would be for doing the best that 
could be done with them, as was the case with the 
lands in the State of Tennessee; but he could not 
agree that the length of tume that lands had been in 
the market was any criterion of their value. 

He went on at ra length to contend that this 
bill would be no benefit to the poor settler, and it 
would inevitably reduce the revenue from the pub- 
lic lands. He was not aware of any law to require 
this government to keep any seneee quantity of 
these Jands in the market; and the keeping it there 
inevitably tended to reduce its price, and he hoped 
the government would issue a proclamation to with- 
draw the lands which had been so long in the 


market. 

Mr. SAMPLE replied that, if the gentleman from 
Vermont had known as much of these public lands 
as the gentlemen from the western States, he would, 
perhaps, have been less vehement in his opposition 
to this bill. It was a fact of which, perhaps, the 
gentleman might not be aware, that there were lands 
which had been subject to private entry for nearly 
forty years; and in one of the oldest land districts in 
the State which he had the honor to represent, there 
were from one and a half to two millions of acres of 
land that had not been, and would not be, sold un- 
less some reduction was made in the price at which 
they were offered. The gentleman from Vermont 
alleged that there was no residuum of poor lands; 
but that was established by the fact alone that they 
had so long remained unsold; and he would add 
that, so long as good fresh land can be obtained in 
the Territories of Iowa and Wisconsin, and the 
States of Lilinois, Michigan, and some others, at 
gl 25 per acre, the farmers would remove to those 
states and Territories where they could obtain land 
of better quality. The object of all communities 
was to become as densely populated as the nature of 
their circumstances wend. 1 permit: this was their 
wise policy, inasmuch as it was promotive of their 
security and comfort, and general welfare; but, by 
maintaining the present price, the lands were 
less attractive to purchasers than those in the other 
States to which he had referred, and he would ask 
the House if they should persist in a policy which 
held out inducements to their population to leave 
them, and to go to the Oregon, Wisconsin. and else- 
where. But if the price of these lands were re- 
duced, a revenue would be derived to the govern- 
ment, and the States and communities in which they 
were situated would also be greatly benefited. As 
a citizen of the State of Indiana, as one of the rep- 
resentatives of that State in this House, and asa 
citizen of the United States, he called upon the 
House to pass this bill. It was a measure in which 
his constituents were deeply interested; it was a 
measure in which the entire West was interested. 
The States of Alabama, Illinois, Missouri, and 
others likewise, were interested in it, and they all ap- 
pealed to Congress to pass this bill. Justice and 
common sense were alike favorable to the passage of 
this bill. In the State in which these lands now 
lay, no profit was derived to the State nor good to the 
people; but once sold, and a revenue was derived 
from them; they became occupied by citizens who 
added to the sum total of a population now sparse 
and wide-spread; and they became subject to taxa- 
tion, by which the community was able to derive 
positive benefit. They, further, not only stopped 
the tide of emigration still farther west, with all the 
evils which ensued from the loss of their neighbors, 
but those who remained were enabled to draw 
around them friends and connections, and the com- 
munity became the more consolidated, and society 


improved. He again entreated the House to 
this bill at so early a period that it might be sent to 
the Senate and into a law before the close of 


the present session. 

r. J, W. DAVIS, like the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, had not expected this discussion to come on 
to-day, or he should have been pre to set forth 
the merits of this bill. He would, however, say 
that with this measure he was well acquainted, for it 
emanated from the committee of which he was 
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chairman, and he was satisfied that the positions 
taken by the gentleman from Vermont, and the eb- 
jections to it which he had urged, would not be con- 
sidered valid by the House toany greatextent. — 
The only platform on which the friends of tus 
bill could vindicate their claim, was that on which 
alone every measure should be vindicated—the jus- 
tice and equity of the measure itself; and a ver 
cursory examination of this bill would show that it 
was but sheer justice that it should pass into 
alaw. The gentleman from Vermont had taken the 
position that this bill was not framed to benefit the 
poor. Now, according to his (Mr. Davis’s) no- 
tions of justice to a community, they should mete 
out justice without regard to the peculiar condition 
of the various individuals composing it: but if a 
man was so poor as to be unable to pay $1 25 per 
acre for land, it appeared to him to be benefiting the 
poor man, beyond all controversy, to enable him to 
procure that land at twenty-five or fifty cents an 
acre. If the gentleman from Vermont were as con- 
versant with the people of Indiana as he (Mr. Da- 
vis) and his colleagues were, he would not have as- 
sumed the position which he had taken on this sub- 
ject. It seemed, however, that the gentleman’s 
views of right, and especially his notions in regard 
to the people of the West, were much more vitiated 
than he had expected from a gentleman who was 
generally so clear headed. But the views of that 
gentleman were not altogether new; at least they 
were not new to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The gentleman from Vermont laid down the posi- 
tion that this bill did not provide means for the re- 
lief of the poor; but the terms “rich” and “‘poor” were 
relative terms. What was “poor” in the estimation 
of one man, was not “poor” in the estimation of 
another, and hence it was useless to argue on the 
subject; but there were in Indiana many who are 
called poor, who may be made rich—so far as a 
man might be deemed rich who was an independent 
Lantbelen iby the passage of the law under con- 
sideration. The gentleman from Vermont had al- 
luded to the purchasers of 1836, and to the 
losses which they might sustain by the pas- 
sage of this bill. Now, he (Mr. Davis) hoped 
his friend was not one of those who were interested 
in the speculations of that S and he would say 
to that gentleman, and to the House, that he hoped 
the land speculations of 1836—of the difficulties in- 
cident to which this House had had many exam- 
eT be no obstacles to the e of this 
ill; for if the hardy yeomanry of Indiana were to 
be subject to the caprice of the speculators of the 
East and the North, or anywhere else, they would 
have but a gloomy prospect of happiness and com- 
fort before them, or of success in their underta- 
kings. Putting the case on the ground of sheer 
justice alone, a reduction of the price of these lands 
was required. This was so self-evident, that it was 
scarcely necessary to argue about it. Why, in the 
district which he had the honor to represent, as had 
been stated by his colleague, [Mr. Sampxe,] there 
were at present not less than a million and a half or 
two millions of acres of land unsold; and yet they 
had been in the market, some of them, thirty-three 
years, and others thirty-eight or thirty-nine. That 
district of country was laboring under the evils of a 
sparse population; and it could not be expected that, 
in any reasonable time, land which had been solon 
in the market could be sold at the price now ochal 
for the public lands. It was, then, but justice to 
the community and to the State in which the lands 
lie, that the price should be so reduced as to secure 
a disposition of them. What gives value to these 
lands? Did they suppose that lands in the western 
settlements would be worth five cents an acre, if it 
were not for some collateral circumstances which 
made them so? Much of that land was purchased 
from the Indians at two cents an acre, some at one 
cent, and some as high as a dollar; but what now 
made them worth anything? Why, it was in con- 
sequence of the industry of the population which 
surrounds the public domain. If they were now in 
the western wilderness, would they worth five 
cents anacre? Certainly not. Was there not, then, 
something due to that population whose energies, 
and industry, and enterprise, had made them what 
they were? Was there nothing to be gained by a 
course of policy towards the western ulation by 
which the price of the lands woul brought 
down nearer to their intrinsic value? The nile- 
man from Vermont had called attention to the fact 
that $100,000 or more had been set apart annually 
for surveys of the public domain; but if his (Mr. 


Davis’s) recollection served him truly, the amount & 





was not one-third of that sum. 
not one-third at the last session. 

Mr. COLLAMER explained. The act of 184) 
—he meant the pre-emption act—provided that 
$135,000 should be annually appropriated; and 1, 
that he alluded, though he did not know whether 
the average of expenditures had amounted to 
$100,000. 

Mr. DAVIS continued: He said his recollection 
coincided in part with that of the gentleman from 
Vermont. As regarded the law of 1841 or 1849. i¢ 
his recollection was right, no such appropriation had 
been made. 

He differed with the gentleman when he said that 
the fact that the lands were not taken was no crite. 
rion that they were not good. He knew not to 
what specific examples the gentleman referred; by; 
as far as Mr. D.’s knowledge extended, it was gene. 
rally a safe criterion, and it required but little com. 
mon sense to see that it must be because there way 
no man, in selecting from a section of land, but 
would select the best. 

This bill provided for the reduction of prices only 
to two classes of persons to settlers and actual cultiva- 
tors. And he could not see that it was any argu- 
ment against it, that a man already in occupancy of 
a piece of land oo be permitted to use a contigu- 
ous portion of land, although he had paid $1 25 for 
the portion first purchased. 

Mr. D. apprehended that the gentleman, in stating 
that there was about one hundred and thirty mil- 
lions of land in market, had confounded the amount 
in market with that purchased by treaty. His own 
recollection was, that the amount in market was not 
so great. But the gentleman had omitted to men- 
tion one thing, viz: that the reduction on lands of 
prime quality was only contemplated to be 25 cents 
per acre; whereas he had seemed to base his argu- 
ment on the assumption that all the lands alike were 
to be reduced to 25 cents per acre. The graduation 
provided for in this bill was not all at once from $1 
to 25 cents, but a eqer aduation, according to 
the length of time the lands had been in market. 

The gentleman from Vermont had thought proper 
to allude to the subject of distribution. Mr. D. 
would not detain the committee by giving his views 
on that subject; but if the gentleman’s object had 
been, in calling into question the distribution princi- 
ple, to rally in opposition to this bill those who were 
in favor of distribution— 

Mr. COLLAMER (Mr. D. yielding the floor) 
explained that he had expressly declared that the 
question of distribution, whether members were op- 
posed or were friendly to it, could not operate upon 
this bill; for, according to his view of it, its effect 
would be to reduce the price of all lands in the Uni- 
ted States, whether belonging to individuals or to 
the government. 

Mr. DAVIS, resuming, said that he would say, 
then, in regard to the principle of - distribution, that 
the friends of the bill did not expect to derive any 
advantage from the friends of distribution in regard 
to the question. He desired to put this bill simply 
on the ground of justice, without any regard to its 
influence on the treasury, or to its influence upon 
the political opinions of one party or the other. The 
friends of this bill came forward advocating a meas- 
ure which had received the attention of the country 
for nearly twenty years, and in favor of which was 
almost every western man, whatever were his politics. 
He was glad to have seen his colleague [Mr. Sam- 
PLE] rise up and give them the views he had ad- 
vanced. 

Another question of great importance. The 
gentleman was in favor of appropriating the 

ublic lands to the carrying on of public works. 
pon this Mr. D. 28 e only for himself. He 
knew not what his colleagues or his political asso- 
ciates might be disposed to do upon it. He was in 
favor of making an equitable distribution, so as not 
to conflict with the constitution of the country; and 
he was not only willing, but heretofore, as was well 
known to the gentleman and to the House, he had 
used his humble efforts to obtain an appcopenien 
from the public lands for this purpose. This being 
his view, the paramount consideration with him 
was to have justice done in regard to the public 
lands, to the people of the West, and to the people 
of the whole country; and he knew of no surer 
plan of accomplishing this object, than by reducing 
the prices of the lands to the actual settlers thereon. 
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the alleged tendency it would have to take away, 
from the public works the ‘aid of the public lands, 


It was certainly 
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jt was true, he admitted, that it would lessen the 
amount Cerived from a given eet of land; but 
it was not true that all the aid from the lands would 
be taken away by the operation of this bill. The 
gentleman, in opposi is bill, had sy roper 
to call upon the old States for aid. He had been 
to hear the tleman make this appeal; but 
he had believed, and he still believed, that Vermont 
was to do like justice to the new as well 
as to the old States. If the law was to be opposed 
on the ground of sectional interest, the gen- 
tieman’s argument was much more subtle than 
might have been supoosed. He knew the gen- 
jleman came from a manufacturing and wool- 
growing country, and he knew that a a 
amount of operatives in the old States might 
induced, if the price of the lands was reduced, to 
come to the West, where they could become inde- 
dent. landholders, and find themselves good 
omes at 25 cents an acre; and that the gentleman, 
and other gentlemen from his section of the country, 
might not like this, and hence might oppose the bill. 
fter noticing one or two other of the objections 
of Mr. Cottamer to the bill, Mr. D. concluded with 
a warm appeal to gentlemen from the old States and 
from the new States—to gentlemen of every politi- 
cal party, to come up to the — of this bill, in 
order to mete out justice, and only sheer justice, to 
the people of the West, which demanded that re- 
ductions should be made upon lands that had been 
in market 20 or 30 years, because they were not 
worth as much as fresh lands which had just been put 
into market. As his coll e had remarked, and 
as the gentleman from Vermont and the House 
knew, the western States were largely indebted; and 
it would have an immense influence in relieving 
them to bring about this desirable provision of re- 
ducing the lands to their fair value, as it would en- 
hance the population of these States, and conse- 
quently enhance the taxable property in a much 
greater ratio than the mere value of the lands. 

Mr. VINTON remarked that this bill waa, in his 
opinion, one of the most important that had been 
presented to the House for a long time. It struck 
atthe value of more than a thousand millions of 
property. It had been here, to his certain knowl- 
edge, for twenty years; from time to time it had, in 
its substantial provisions, received the consideration 
of the House, and had as often been rejected. 

This bill (said Mr. V.) proceeded on the false 
supposition that they had nothing to do but to re- 
duce the price of the public lands, and they would 
immediately be occupied and brought into cultiva- 
tion. Nothing was more fallacious; he undertook to 
ay if this bill became a law, that they could not 
enhance the population of the western country by 
a single individual, nor could they expedite the sales 
of the _ lands by a single acre per an- 
num; and, for a time at least, the operation 
of this bill would be essentially to diminish 
the sales of the public lands. When the present 
land system, or its basis, was laid down immedi- 
ately after the American revolution, it had attracted 
the deepest interest, and excited the most cereful 
attention of the American people. And whoever 
would take time to look into the systemas then 
regulated, would perceive that it had been adjusted 


with the utmost caution, so as to keep up a proper ° 


adjustment and p ion between the demands for 
lands and the quantities put into market. We had 
a public domain which extended to the Pacific; and 
they could, by their legislation, glut the market at 
once, or they could reduce the quantity below the 
demand, by withdrawing it from the market. Now, 
when this land system had commenced, no man 
had been allowed to go upon such of the public lands 
as had not been surveyed and brought into market. 
That was the great principle by which they had been 
enabled to keep the supply of the market within the 
demand. But by permitting settlers to go to lands 
not brought into market, the government had, with- 
in the last 15 or 20 years, in a great measure lost 
its control over the supply for the market; and the 
result was that we had now got into market an 
amount of land which would sustain, and sustain 
in more comfort, forty millions of people, than the 
pone who now lived in that country enjoyed. And 
ecause that country, adequate to sustain forty mil- 
lions of people, was not taken up immediately, 


must be reduced. No; it was because we 
people who could it, thatit was not taken: 


gentlemen argued that it was valueless, and its pri 


ver knew any thing of the settlement of 0 ' 
to know, (having lived 


new’ 


: y, as he 
WE tow 


te more than ® quarter of a century,) 





av = 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


would know that, after new lands had been brought 
into the market, the country was nearly a wilderness 
for the first five years, even under the most favora- 
ble circumstances. In the State of Ohio, at the end 
of 20 years, very little land except what was en the 
highways and water courses had been occupied 
and settled. In his own district, lands that had been 
20, 30, and 40 years in the market seeking purchasers 
and notable to find them, had been since sold at $1 25 
peracre, and were found to be valuable and pro- 
ductive. 

The p of settlement disclosed the value of 
lands which was not before known. Land districts 
that were once regarded as valueless, were now known 
to be the best in the State; agricultural improve- 
ments having brought out resources that were before 
unknown to the western country. An entire gen- 
eration must, by the law of inevitable necessity, pass 
away before the lands now in the market could be 
settled and cultivated. What power had the legis- 
lation of Congress over the progress of population? 
As well might they by legislation attempt to swell 
the flood of the Mississippi, or accelerate the course 
of the sun, as to attempt the settlement of these 
lands faster than the natural progress of population 
required. How many millions of acres of land 
were there now in Indiana, that had been twenty 
years inthe market, and which, though as as 
aay lands in the country, would be sold, under this 
bill, at twenty-five cents per acre? The gentlemen 
from Indiana both said that this law was intended 
for the benefit of the poor man. He trusted that he 
was as much interested for the poor man as any one, 
and he had participated in legislation for their spe- 
cial benefit. We have (said he) made a law for the 
poor man, by which a section of land is cut up into 
sixteen parts, so that the man who can raise fifty 
dollars, can get forty acres of good land, and that 
wasas much as he could cultivate to advantage. If 
he had more given him, it would injure, instead of 
benefiting him. 

It wasagreat misfortune to the western country that 
the settlers generally had too much land; and the con- 
sequence was, that from their large farms the settlers 
were able to produce little more than an English 
farmer would raise in a fence corner. This was ow- 
ing to the imperfect manner of their cultivation. 

as it not to the interest of the couniry that its la- 
bor should be bestowed on the best and most pro- 
ductive lands? It certainly was; and if the best and 
most productive lands, and those of an inferior qual- 
ity, could not be both cultivated at the same time, it 
was the interest of the country that the former 
should be first cultivated. He contended that the 
government could not induce poor men to go on the 
poor lands, even if they gave them to them for noth- 
ing. Would they upturn the great system, the ben- 
efits of which they had been experiencing for so 
many years, for the sake of selling valueless lands? 
It was true that there were vast bodies of lands that 
were ponens but swamps and barren wastes; but 
would they legislate for the purpose of selling them? 
They might as well legislate for the purpose of sell- 
ing the lands that were covered by the waters of the 
tales, as for the purpose of selling swamps and sand 
barrens. The passing of this bill would add nothing 
to the national wealth, and nothing to the productive 
industry of the country. By it they would accom- 
plish nothing but to upturn the great land sys- 
tem of the country, which had operated so bene- 
ficially for so many years past. 

But this bill proposed to confine the right to pur- 
chase lands at a reduced price to those who are to 
become actual settlers, or who own farms adjacent 
to the lands the — Did ——— imagine 
that this would ave any beneficial effects, either 
upon those who resided near the lands they wished 
to purchase, or upon the revenues of the country? 
The benefits of the bill were to be confined to actual 
settlers, or to those who owned adjacent farms; but 
the farmer who wished to make an investment out 
of his annual profits, (as was the case now with 
hundreds in the western country,) was excluded. 
Again: he undertook to say that, if this bill passed, 
there would be another scene of wild and reckless 
speculation in western lands. You reduce, (said 
he,) at one single blow, the price of thése lands 
down to 25 cents the acre; and what will be the con- 
sequence? You will practically make knaves of a 
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there anything to prevent him from doing i? How 
are you to prove that his oath was not an honest 
oath? Was there anything in this bill that restrict- 
ed such a man from transferring his land? The mo- 
ment this bill passed, hordes of speculators would 
go out from the cities, and swear that they in- 
tended to settle these lands themselves. hese 
lands would be bougly up by speculators, who 
would pay a little more for the oaths that would be 
taken. Everybody knew that thousands of false 
oaths had been taken under the land laws; and yet 
he had never heard of a single prosecution for them. 

Mr. V. next adverted to the evil policy of over- 
stimulating agricultural production beyond the wants 
of the country, which would bring down prices at a 
ruinous rate; after which, 

Mr. FICKLIN rose and obtained the floor, but 
gave way to 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, on whose motion the cem- 
mittee rose and reported the election bill to the 
House, and re a ss on the land bill. 

On motion Mr. OUSTON , the substitute 
yreese by Mr. Dromcoe.e was ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. HALE gave notice that he would to-morrow, 
or some convenient day, ask leave to bring in a bill 
to abolish the office of Commissioner of the Public 
Buildings. 
The Bouse then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The papers in the case of Richard 
Elliot for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions: ; 

By Mr. PRATT: The petition of Roswell Woodworth for 
an increase of peice. : 

Ey Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The petition of Barbara Burn- 
ham, widow of Captain John Burnham, a revclutionary 
pensioner, praying for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The application of Reuben Taylor, of 
Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, for a pension on account of 
services asa privateer: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CLINTON: The memorial of Lieutenant John T. 
McLaughlin, of the United States navy: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures. 

By Mr. HUGHES: The petition of Harrison Whitsou, 
asking Congress to pay him for forage, provisions, &c., fur- 
nobel Captain Gilliam’s company of mounted Florida 
volunteers in 1837, under contract made with said Gilliam. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial of the president and 
directors of the Dismal Swamp canal company, asking to be 
paid their account against the United States for moneys ex- 
pended for the United States: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARRINGER: The petition of Matthias Morse 
and 224 others, citizens of North Carolina, in favor of re- 
building the branch mint at Charlotte, North Carolina. The 
petition of Joseph W. Scott and 19 others, in favor of the 
same object. The petition of Charles A. Weisenheimer and 
351 other citizens of North Carolina, in favor of the same 
object: referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Sarah Howard, widow 
of James Howard, deceased, for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutio Pensions. _ 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition and pepers of 
John Stone, praying i wiferred to the Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions. e petition and —_— of John W. 
Hoekett: referred to the Committee of Clai 
tion of Peter Shaffer: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The petition of Robert Leybold, reying a grant of und: 
referred to the Committee on Private Claims. 


ms. The peti- 
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Mr. Harwoop, of North Carolina, appeared in 
his seat or 
On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Thomas Allen, praying com- 

ensation for printing a compendium of the sixth census, be 

taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the memorial of the 
heirs of Joseph Watson deceased, Praying compen- 
sation for servives rendered by him to the United 
States in the Territory of Michigan, between the 
years of 1806 and 1802: referred to the Committee 
on Claims. : 

Mr. ARCHER gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to increase the 
salary of the judge of the district court of the United 
States for the western district of Virginia; also a bill 
for the relief of Miles King and his ass . 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Thos. 
McLellan and twenty-five others, citizens of Maine, 
asking indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
1800. { , 

Mr. F. said, he trusted the Committee on F 
Relations, to whom he should move to refer it, would 


pardon him for calling their especial attention to it 
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and urging upon them the propriety and justice of 
their earliest possible action. For more than a quar- 
ter of a century these petitioners have been asking 
for relief. If they are entited to it, the delay is sig- 
nally cruel and unjust. If they are not, Congress 
still owe it to themselves, as well as to the claimants, 
to say so—aad say so definitively. Anything is 
better than inaction. May I also be allowed to sug- 
gest, said Mr. F., that this gay be regarded as a 
tavorable moment to consider this subject? The 
great contest for the presidency is now closed, and 
if we are ever in a fit state of mind to enter upon 
the investigation of important questions like this, 
disconnected, as it is, in every way, with party pol- 
itics, it would seem to be in the interval between the 
close of one great political campaign for the presiden- 
cy and the commencement of another. He did hope, 
therefore, that the committee would not only enter 
upon the immediate consideration of this subject, 
but would report so early as to insure the action of 
both Houses of Congress upon it at the present ses- 
sion. 

The memorial was accordingly referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On motion by Mr. BAGBY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 


priation for the erection of a suitable building in the city of ~ 


Mobile for the accommodation of the district courts of the 
United States for the southern district of Alabama, or to re- 
pair the building heretofore occupied for that pore and 
also for the erection of a distriet court-house for the middle 
district of Alabama, at Tuscaloosa. 

On motion by Mr. BAGBY, the presentments of 
the grand juries of Mobile and Tuscaloosa, Ala- 
bama, representing the necessity of an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a suitable building for the 
accommodation of the district court of the United 
States for the western district of that State, were 
ordered to be taken from the files, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Arkansas, instructing the senators 
and requesting the representatives from that State to 
vote for some provision of law for the equitable ad- 
justment of the claims for French spoliations prior 
to 1800; which were read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to grant 
to the State of Llinois the right of way through the 
public lands of the United States; and 

A bill for the relief of William Elliott, jr., of Ful- 
ton county, in the State of Illinois; which were sev- 
erally read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 

Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
increase and diffusion of knowledge among men; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a memorial from the 
Mayor and Council of the city of Lafayette, Louisi- 
ana, praying for a modification of the Jaw of last ses- 
sion establishing that city a port of entry: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BARROW, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of James Ritchie; which was read twice, and, 
with the papers on file relating to the claim, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Pierre Menard, 
of Antoine Peltier, and of Joseph Placy; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 


TEXAS-——-HER PUBLIC DEBT, LAND GRANTS 
Ke. 
Mr. PHELPS submitted the following resolution; 


b 
which, under the rule, lies on the table one day, viz: 

Resoived, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether the executive department is possessed of 
any definite and satisfactory information by which the pres- 
ent public debt of the republic of Texas can be ascertained; 
and if so, that he be requested to communicate it to the Sen- 
ate, with the aggregate amount of that debt; and also, that 
he be requested to inform the Senate whether any, and if 
any, What additions have been made to that debt since the 
signing of the treaty with that republic, submitted to the 
Senate at its last session. 

And that he be further ene to inform the Senate 
what amount ofthe public lands of Texas had been granted 
by the Spanish, Mexican, and Texian governments previous 
to the signing of said treaty; what amount remained un- 
granted at that date; and whether any, and what, grants of 
seid domain have been made by the Texian government, 
singe that period. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition and 
papers of Harvey Park. 

Also presented a petition from Benjamin Ropes, 
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raying indemnity for spoliations by the French 
prior to 1800: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ations. 

Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill to in- 
crease the pay of certain officers of revenue cutters, 
while serving in the navy of the United States; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PEARCE gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill giving the as- 
sent of the United States to the amended charter of 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal company. 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH FRANCE ON ANNEX- 
ATION. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. HUNTING- 
TON was taken up, and agreed to—as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate (if not incompatible 
with the public interest) copies of all the correspondence 
not heretofore transmitted to the Senate, which may have 
taken place between the Department of State and the pres- 
ent minister of the United States to France, and between 
that minister and the government of France, relating to the 
proposed annexation of Texas to the United States. 


PUBLIC MONEYS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Nixes yester- 
day, concerning the deposites of the public moneys, 
came up for consideration. 

Mr. EVANS suggested to the senator from Con- 
necticut the propriety of permitting the resolution 
to lie on the table till Monday, by which time he 
presumed the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury would be transmitted to Congress; which report 
he had no doubt would contain the most, if not all, 
the information desired through the resolution. He 
had no particular objection to the resolution, but be- 
lieved that its passage would be rendered unnecessary 
by the annual report from the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. NILES acquiesced in the suggestion; and the 
resolution was postponed till Monday next. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
for the relief of certain contractors with the govern- 
ment; and the bill concerning furloughs in the naval 
service. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition from cit- 
izens of the city and county of Philadelphia, asking 
an appropriation to rebuild the piers at Port Penn, 
in the Delaware river, and to complete the erection 
of the light-house on Brandywine shoals: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill granting a 
pension of $2 50 per month to James Duffy, was 
taken up as in committee of the whole, con- 
sidered, reported to the Senate, and passed to a 
third reading. 

On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, asljourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 12, 1844. 

Mr. Wm. B. Macray of New York appeared and 
took his seat. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE, on leave, presented the con- 
sutution, ordinance, and memorial, adopted by the 
lowa convention for the formation of a State consti- 
tution. Mr. D. moved that these papers should be 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and 5,000 
extra copies be printed. 

Mr. VINTON thought this constitution should 
go to the Judiciary Committee. Such had been the 
case in the Senate. All the constitutions of the 
new States, he said, had gone to that committee. 
It was the proper one, in his opinion. The admis- 
sion of a new State was a grave and important sub- 
ject. lt was the business of Congress to examine 
the instrument with great care, to see that it was 
republican, &c. 

r. DODGE said he hoped the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio would not prevail. The Committee 
on Territories he regarded as the proper one to which 
this subject should be referred; and with all due def- 
erence to the gentleman from Ohio, he would inform 
the House that the precedents in similar cases were 
not as stated by him. The constitution of Florida. 
which was now before the House, had been referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and a bill from that 
committee reported for her admission during 
Congress. The constitutions of Arkansas and Mich- 
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ican, when presented to this House, had been refe, 
red to the Committee on Territories; and it would be 
departing from the peree action of the House if 
the constitution of lowa should row be sent to the 
Committee of the Judiciary. Mr. D. saw no rea. 
sons why the honorable gentlemen Composing the 
Committee on Terriories were not as competent to de. 
cide on the questions of constitutional or other law 
growing out of the application of a new State for aq. 
mission into the Union as those of the Judiciary, 

As to the republicanism of our constitution, saiq 
Mr. D., I venture to predict, let it be the pleasure of 
the House to send it to what committee it may, no 
fault would be found with that. He trusted, Upon 
examination, that it would be found equal, if not gy. 
a to any instrument of the kind that had eye; 

n presented to this oody. 

Mr. D. said that, in asking the House to print 
5,000 copies, he was but following the precedent 
set in the case of Florida. He read from the journal 
of 1838 a resolution then adopted, showing such to 
be the case. He hoped the motion to print would 
prevail. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN did not wish to provoke any 
discussion on this question, and therefore would make 
but one brief observation. He believed that the usual 
destination of subjects of this character was the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and he hoped that in this case 
the House would not depart from its usual course. 
It was true, that hardly any question could come 
before the House in which some legal principle was 
not involved; but as to the republicanism of this 
constitution, he apprehended it was more a question 
of fact than of law. It might, pernape, be a mixed 

uestion of fact and of law together; but he thought 
io was more of the former than of the latter in- 
volved in it. He hoped, therefore, that the refer- 
ence would be to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK observed that a reference to 
the rules of the House would best explain which 
of the standing committees would most appropri- 
ately have this subject in charge. The 87th rule 
prescribed the duties of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to be “to take into consideration such peti- 
tions and matters or things touching judicial pro- 
ceedings as shall be presented, or may come in 
question, and be referred to them by the House; 
and to report their opinion thereon, together with 
such propositions for relief therein as to them shall 
seem expedient.” By the 95th rule, it was pro- 
vided that “it shall be the duty of the Committee 
on the Territories to examine into the legislative, 
civil, and criminal poonsening of the Territories, 
and to devise and report to the House such means 
as in their opinion may be necessary to secure the 
rights and privileges of residents and non-residents.” 

r. B. said he took it, therefore, for granted, that if 
the House disposed of this subject according to 
these two rules, the proposition of the honorable 
delegate from Iowa would prevail. 

r. WENTWORTH observed that the gentle- 
man from Ohio, in quoting precedents, had not 
quoted the precedents of the House, but of the 
Senate. The Senate, it was true, had referred mat- 
ters of, this nature to their Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and the gentleman argued, therefore, that this 
subject should be referred to the same committee in 
this House. It must, however, be recollected that 
there were frequently different modes of proceedin 
in the two branches of the national legislature, an 
that they were at this time differently constituted as 

ards political sentiment. It might not be con- 
sidered proper to refer this subject to a committee 
which would act speedily on it, by one of the par- 
ties in this country, whose object was to delay the 
admission of this Territory. A question had been 
raised as to the republicanism of this constitution; 
but he believed the gentleman from Ohio and his 
friends would find, upon examination, that there was 
rather too much republicanism in it to suit their 
views. If, however, when this constitution should 
be brought before the House. by the report of a 
committee, the gentleman should find any provision 
in itnot republican enough, he would most cordial- 
ly join him in amending it. , 

r. LEVY observed that the application of Flori- 
da for admission into the Union was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and reported on by them. 

Mr. BARNARD contended that all such applica- 
tions should be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; and. his impression was, that such had 
heretofore been the custom of the House. 

Mr. DUNCAN was-for referring. this subject to 
the Committee on Territories, believing that such 
committee would take the most speedy action on it, 















it be referred to the We Commitee het ee—_———EEEooaoOoooeeeeeee on the Ju- 


—_ it would also have to be referred to the 


ttee on Territories when it came from the 
nea committee; and thus the action of these 
two committees would take up the greater part of the 
session. He therefore advised the friends of this 
measure, if they desired to see a bill pasa before the 
end of the session, to send it to the Committee on 
Territories; for if it had to go to two committees, 
it would take the whole winter, and the bill would 
peur be lost. 

" CAUSIN referred to the 95th rule as quoted 
Pn by Mr. E. J. Buacx, and argued from thence 
that the Committee on Territories was the most ap- 
pret ae reference. 
uestion was first 
ject ~ the Committee on 
= affirmative; and, 

On motion of Mr. A. C. DODGE, five thousand 
extra copies of the constitution were ordered to be 

rinted. 

On motion of Mr. LEVY, the same number of 
extra ae of the constitution of Florida were also 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH 
William cpa. esq., of 


ut on referring the sub- 
erritories, and decided in 


resented the petition of 
hamplain county, State 
of Illinois, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


MARINE HOSPITALS. 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, offered a resolu- 
tion directing the Committee on Commerce to in- 
quire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a marine hospital at 
the port of Baltimore. 

Objections bein 1B made, 

1 KENNEDY moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to present the resolution; which 
having been carried, the resolution was again pre- 
sented and ado ted. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable the House to resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the graduation bill. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to know the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was the call on 
the States for petitions: when petitions were last 
called, the call was not gone through with, the 
States of Virginia and Maryland having been omit- 


ted. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS observed that, at the request 
of several gentlemen, he would withdraw his mo- 
tion until after the expiration of the morning hour, 
giving notice, at the same time, that he wool move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the gradua- 
tion billevery day tll it was disposed of. 

The SPEAKER then commenced the call on the 
States for petitions, and petitions were presented as 
follows: 

From Virginia: by Messrs. CHAPMAN and 
GOGGIN. 

From Maine: by Mr. CARY. 

From Ohio: by Messrs. SCHENCK, VANME- 
TER, and GIDDINGS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented several abolition peti- 
tions. 

Mr. EDWARD J. BLACK raised the question 
of reception. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The reading of one of the petitions being called 
for, it was read accordingly. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia observed that, independ- 
ently of the naked question of abolitionism, he ob- 
jected to the reception of that petition as a pure 
matter of vilification, and containing a base false- 
hood on its face. It was a foul disgrace to those 
= sent it here, and to the member who present- 

It. 

Mr. RHETT asked if the question of reception 
was debatable. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the question was 
debteable; but on notice of an intention to debate it, 
it must lie over. 

Mr. RHETT said he wished to debate the ques- 
tion, and it was ly laid over. 

Another and similar petition being read— 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved its reference to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK raised the question of recep- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman pro 
to debate it? ot ae 

Mr. BLACK. No, sir; I do not desire to debate 
it, but to denounce it. 


———_— $$ 
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Mr. RHETT gave notice of his intention to de- 
_bate the a uestion of reception, and the petition was 
accordingly laid over. 


Another petition of a similar character being 


r. GIDDINGS moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Colurabia. 

Mr. BLACK raised the question of reception. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called to or the yeas and nays on 
‘hat question; which were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the re- 
ception of the petition. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH expressed a desire to 
debate that question; and it went oyer, accordingly, 
till to-morrow. 

The Clerk next read another petition, submitted 
by Mr. Giwpines, of the same character; which, 
after a few words from Mr. DROMGOOLE and 
Mr. GIDDINGS, shared the same fate as its prede- 
cessors. 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented a petition from Alba- 
ny, in the State of New York, against the annexa- 
tion of Texas. 

Mr. PETTIT said that subject had been re- 
ferred to the whole people of this Union, who had 
already reported on it, and therefore he moved to 
lay the petition on the table. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL remarked that, as he 
had not been so fortunate as to have an opportunity 
to read the report which the gentleman from Indiana 
referred to, he should be glad to hear, from that gen- 
tleman, some explanation of its contents. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would get all the information he de- 
sired on the 4th of March next. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the 
motion to lay on the table, and it was negatived. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH intimated that he desired 
to debate the question of reception, and consequent- 
ly the whole subject went over under the rule. 

Mr. GIDDINGS offered another petition from 
Ashtabula, in the State of Ohio, which prayed 
that the people of the free States might be ex- 
empt from, in any way, aiding in the support of 
the institution of slavery. 

He moved the reference of this petition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and on that question 
the yeas and nays were called for and ordered. 

r. RHETT raised the question of reception. 

Mr. DICKEY called for the yeas and nays on the 
question of reception. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK desired to debate it, and it 
went over accordingly. 

After a few words from Mr. Barnarp, who con- 
tended that the question of reception was not raised 
at the hae Beer time, the petition went over. 

Mr. GiIDDINGS presented another petition from 
Ohio, which prayed for the necessary steps to be 
taken to procure an amendment of the constitution 
to alter the basis of representation, and make it uni- 
form throughout the United States, such basis bein 
the free inhabitants thereof. But it alse prayed, if 
such anamendment could not be made, that the 
animal property of the free States be represented, as 
well as the slave property of the slave States. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE begged to call the attention 
of the House to the fact, that such a petition was 
presented at the last session, and referred toa com- 
mittee, Whose report set forth that such an alteration 
would cause a dissolution of the Union. 

Mr. WINTHROP called the gentleman from 
Virginia to order, on the ground that it was not in 
order to debate the question. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE had no desire to debate the 
question; but simply to state a fact. He then moved 
to lay the subject on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered, and resulted thus: yeas 135, 
nays 51. 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Baily, Bar- 


ringer, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, 
Blackwell, Boyd, Brengle, Brinkerhoft, Broadhead, Aaron V. 


Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, Caldwell, 
Carpenter, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Cousin Reu- 
ben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, 
Clinch, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, ere Dana, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D Davis, John W. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dun- 
can, Dunlap, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, French, Fuller, Goggin, 
Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, 
Haralson, Hays, Herrick, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClernand, an McDowell, 
McKay, Joseph Morris, Isaac E. Morse, M 


, Newton, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, 
R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, David 8. Reid, 


iterate 


Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Rodney, Russell, St. 
John, Sample, ‘Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, David L. Seymour, Slidell, John T Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stephens, John 
Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P. Stone. 
Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Vanmeter, Wentworth, Wethered, Benjamin White, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, Yancey, and Yost— 135. 

NAYS—Messre. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar. 
nard, Buffington, Carroll, Catlin, Collamer, Cranston, Dar. 
ragh, Dickey, Dillingham, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, 
Grinnell, w. 8. Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Hudson, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kenne 
dy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, McClelland, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Mosely, Pater- 
son, Ramsey, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Severance, 
Caleb B. Smith, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
John White, Winthrop, and Jeseph A. Wright—951. 

So it was laid * the table. 

From Illinois: Messrs. SMITH, WENT- 
WORTH, and FIC LIN. 

Mr. SMITH asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be, and hereby 
is, instructed to inquire into the propriety and expediency 
of making some adequate provision for the relief of the nu- 
merous unfortunate sufferers by the unprecedented flood in 
the Mississippi river and some of its tributaries, in the 
months of June and July, 1844; and that said committee re- 
port to this House, at anjearly day of this session, by bill or 
otherwise. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to the reception of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SMITH moved a suspension of the rules to 
receive it. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to suspend the rules. 

Petitions were further presented, as follows: 

From Missouri: by Mr. HUGHES. 

From Alabama: by Messrs. PAYNE, DELLET, 
and CHAPMAN. 

From lowa: by Mr. A.C. DODGE. 

The Veniiens of Florida being called, Mr. LEVY 
asked leave to introduce a resolution instructing the 
Committee of Claims to inquire into the propriety of 
reporting a bill for the relief of citizens of Florida 

nose property was destroyed by order of the mili- 
arg officer of the United States, at the town of 
Miconopy and elsewhere, in Florida. 

No gentleman objecting, the resolution was re- 
ceived. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved to amend the res- 
nee by appending thereto the resolution previ- 

referred to by him. 

r. LEVY aad the gentleman would not over- 
flow his resolution by adding another. [A laugh.]} 

The SPEAKER, after reflection, ruled the 
amendatory resolution out of order. 

The original resolution of Mr. Levy was agreed 
to. 

Mr. HENRY DODGE gave notice to the House 
that he would ask leave to introduce a bill ‘to grant 
a certain quantity of land to aid in the improvement 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connete the 
same by a canal, in the Territory of Wisconsin.” 

The call of the States and Territories having been 
completed— 

r. OWEN — been absent from his seat at 
the call of the State of Indiana) on leave presented 
a petition for a grant of land to aid in the comple- 
tion of the Wabash and Erie canal; the reference of 
which he moved to a select committee. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, remarking that there was 
an appropriate standing committee, moved the ref- 
erence to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Jounson (be- 
ing put in order) was taken and decided in the affir- 
mative. 

So the poutien was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Messrs. J. W. DAVIS, SAMPLE, and G. DA- 
VIS on leave presented petitions. 

Mr. SAMPLE asked and obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill for the relief of Alanson Phiney. 

HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. BARNARD, asked leave to introduce a bill 
to provide for continuing the improvements in the 
navigation of the Hudson river. 

Objections were heard from several quarters. 

Mr. BARNARD, remarking that he merely asked 
for the same indulgence that had been granted, and 
that his object was merely to refer the toa 
committee, (which would consume no time,) moved 
a suspension of the rules in order to introduce the 
bill. 

The question was taken, and decided in the affir- 

ae voting ent 85, noes 28. 

Mr. BARNARD accordingly introduced the afore- 
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said bill ‘to provide for continuing the improve- 
ments in the navigation of the Hudson river; which 
was twice read, and, on his motion, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 


Mr. WENTWORTH asked and obtained leave 
to introduce a bill to grant additional quantities of 
land to the State of Illinois, to aid in the completion 
of the Illinois and Michigan canal; and, on his mo- 
ra was referred to the Committee on Public 


Mr. WELLER inquired of the Speaker if the 
morning hour had expired? 

The reply of the Speaker was not understood. 

Mr Ww. moved that the House resolve itself into 
Commitee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL a ed to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw his motion for a mo- 
ment, to enable him to present a petition. 

Mr. DUNCAN expressed the hope that the 
House would not resolve itself into committee, until 
it had firet disposed of the bill which had been re- 
ported by the committee, and which was now on 
the Speaker's table—viz: the bill relating to the time 
of holding the presidential election. 

Mrz, C.J. INGERSOLL hoped that the House 
would not go into committee, and he desired to say 
that he was instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations (of which committee Mr. C. J. I. is the 
chairman) to report a bill on the subject of Texas. 

Mr. WELLER withdrew nis motion. 

Reports from committees then being in order, 


THE AFFAIRS OF RHODE ISLAND. 


The SPEAKER announced that the pending 
business was upon the report made at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, by Mr. Burxr, from the select 
committee “to whom was referred the memorial of 
the democratic members of the legislature of Rhode 
island, requesting, among other things, the House 
of ect to institute an inquiry into the 
fact of the adoption of a conatitution by the people 
of Rhode Island, in December, 1841, and of its sup- 
peeasion by the then existing authorities of that 

tate through the interference and agsistance of the 
President of the United States; which report con- 
cludes with a series of resolutions. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to postpone the 
further consideration of this subject for half an hour. 

Mr. WINTHROP raised the point of order 
whether this rarer as giving rise to debate, did not 
lie over under the rule; and whether it was not out 
of order, until the committees had been called through, 
and such reporte received as gave rise to no debate. 

The SPEAKER was understood to overrule the 

int of order; and, in reply to an inquiry by Mr. 

TEENROD, to say that if the subject were post- 

oned, as sreeetes it would retain the same prece- 

ence it now had over other business when it again 
came up. 

After some conversation by several gentlemen, 
the question was taken on the motion of Mr. In- 
GERSOLL to postpone the further consideration of 
the report for half an hour, and was decided in the 
affirmative. 

Reports of committees were then called for, com- 
mencing with the Committee of Elections. 

When the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads were callrd, 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. HOPKINS observed that he had no report 
from that committee to make, but he would move 
that the bill on the subject of post routes of the last 
session be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, in order that members 
might have an opportunity of incorporating in it 
re post routes as they desired to have estab- 

shed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. VINTON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, offered a resolution to amend the constitu- 
tion of the United States, in relation to theelectton 
of President and Vice President. 
pogrons being made, the resolution was not re- 
ceived. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a joint resolution provid- 
ing for the annexation of Texas to the Dnited 

tates. 


The resolution is as folloves: 
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JOINT RESOLUTION for annexing Texas to the 
United States. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of esentatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled, That annex- 
ation and union between the said United States and 
the republic of Texas take effect as settled the twelfth 
of April last, in the following words, viz: 

“ARTICLE I. 

“The republic of Texas, acting in conformity with 
the wishes of the people and every department of its 
government, cedes to the Uniied States all its territo- 
ries, to be held by them in full property and sove- 
reignty, and to be annexed to the said United States 
as one of their Territories, sublect to the same con- 
stitutional provisions with their other Territories. 
This cession includes all public lots and squares, 
vacant lauds, mines, minerals, salt lakes and springs, 


oar edifices, fortifications, barracks, ports and 


arbors, navy and navy yards, docks, magazines, 
arms, armaments, and accoutrements, archives and 

ublic documents, public funds, debts, taxes and 
meee unpaid at the time of the excange of the rati- 
fications of this treaty. 


“ARTICLE II. 


“The citizens of Texas shall be incorporated into 
the Union of the United States, maintained and pro- 
tected in the free Sueymest of their liberty and 
property, and admitted, as soon as may be consist- 
ent with the principles of the federal constitution, to 
the enjoyment of all the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities, of citizens of the United States. 


“ARTICLE Ill. 


“All titles and claims to real estate, which are 
valid under the laws of Texas, shall be held to beso 
by the United States; and measures shall be adopted 
for the speedy adjudication of all unsettled claims 
to ane ane patents shall be granted to those found 
to be valid. 


“ARTICLE.IV. 


“The public lands hereby ceded shall be subject to 
the laws regulating the public lands in the other 
Territories of the United States, as far as they may 
be applicable; subject, however, to such alterations 
and changes as Congress may from time to time 
think proper to make. It is understood between 
the parties that if, in consequence of the mode in 
which lands have been surveyed in Texas, or from 
previous grants or locations, the sixteenth section 
cannot be applied to the purpose of education, Con- 
gress shall make equal provision by grant of land 
elsewhere. And it is also further understood that, 
hereafter, the books, papers, and documents of the 
General Land Office of Texas shall be deposited and 
kept at such place in Texas as the Congress of the 
United States shall direct. 


“ARTICLE Y. 


“The United States assume and agree to pay the 
public debts and liabilities of Texas, however cre- 
ated, for which the faith or credit of her govern- 
ment may be bound at the time of the exchange of 
the ratifications of this treaty; which debts and lia- 
bilities are estimated not to exceed, in the whole, 
ten millions of dollars, to be ascertained and paid in 
the manner hereinafter stated: 

“The payment of the sum of three hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars shall be made at the treasury 
of the United States, within ninety days after the 
ens of the ratifications of this war as fol- 
lows: Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars to 
Frederick Dawson, of Baltimore, or his executors, 
on the delivery of that amount of ten per cent. bonds 
of Texas; one hundred thousand dollars, if so much 
be required, in the redemption of the exchequer bills 
which may be in circulation at the time of the ex- 
change of the ratifications of this treaty. For the 
payment of the remainder of the debts and liabilities 
of Texas, which, together with the amount already 
specified, shall not exceed ten millions of dollars, the 
public lands herein ceded, and the net revenue from 
the same, are hereby pledged. 


“ARTICLE VI. 


“In order to ascertain the full amount of the debts 
and liabilities herein assumed, and the aap ot 
validity thereof, four commissioners shall be 
pointed by the President of the United States, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who 
shall meet at Washington, Texas, within the period 
of six months after the of the ratifications 
of this treaty, and may eontinue in session not ex- 

. rare twelve months, 


United States should prolong the the. They shall 


unless the Congress of the - 


take an oath for the faithful ee of their duti 
and that they are not directly or indirectly interested 
in said claims at the time, and will not be 
duri their continuence in office; and the said 
oath shall be recorded with their proceedings. [py 
case of the death, sickness, or resignation of 
any of the commissioners, his or their place o- 
places may be applied by the appointment as afore. 
said, or by the President of the United States dy. 
ring the recess of the Senate. They, or a majority 
of them, shall be authorized, under such regulations 
as the Congress of the United States may prescribe 
to hear, examine, and decide on all questions touch. 
ing the legality and validity of said claims, anq 
shall, when a claim is allowed, issue a certificate to 
the claimant, stating the amount, distinguishj 
principal from interest. The certificates so inadl 
shall be numbered, and entry made of the number 
the name of the person to whom issued, and the 
amount, in a book to be kept for that purpose. They 
shall transmit the records of their proceedings and 
the book in which the certificates are entered, with 
the vouchers and documents produced before them, 
relative to the claims allowed or rejected, to the 
Treasury Department of the United States, to be de- 
posited therein; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, as soon as practicable after the receipt of the 
same, ascertain the aggregate amount of the debts 
and liabilities allowed; and if the same, when added 
to the amount to be paid to Frederick Dawson, and 
the sum which may be paid in the redemption of 
the exchequer bills, shall not exceed the estimated 
sum of ten millions of dollars, he shall, on the present- 
ation ofacertificate of the commissioners, issue, at the 
option of the holder, a new certificate for the amount, 
distinguishing principal from interest, and paya- 
ble to him or order, out of the net proceeds of the 

ublic lands hereby ceded, or stocks of the United 

tates, for the amount allowed, including principal 
and interest, and bearing an interest of three per 
cent. per annum ftom the date thereof; which stock, 
in addition to being made payable out of the net 
proceeds of the public lands hereby ceded, shall 
also be receivable in payment for the same. In 
case the amount of the debts and liabilities allowed, 
with the sums aforesaid to be paid to Frederick 
Dawson, and which may be paid in the redemption 
of the exchequer bills, shall exceed the sum of 
ten millions of dollars, the said secretary, before 
issuing a new certificate, or stock, as the case may 
be, shall made in each case such proportionable and 
ratable deduction on its amount as to reduce the ag- 
gregate to the said sum of ten millions of dollars; 
and he shall have power to make all needful rules 
and regulations necessary to carry into effect the 
power hereby vested in him. 


““ARTICLE VII. 

“Until further provision shall be made, the laws 
of Texas, as now existing, shall remain in force, 
and all executive and judicial officers of Texas, 
except the President, Vice President, and heads of 
departments, shall retain their offices, with all power 
and authority appertaining thereto; and the courts 
of justice shall remain in all respects as now estab- 
lished and organized. 


“ATICLE VIII. 


Immediately after the ratifications of this treaty, 
the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a 
commissioner, who shall proceed to Texas and re- 
ceive the transfer of the territory thereof, and all 
the archives and public property, and other things 
herein conveyed, in the name of the United States. 
He shall exercise all executive authority in said 
territory necessary to the proper execution of the 
laws, until otherwise provided.” 

Resolved, That the said articles are hereby declared 
to be the fundamental law of union between the said 
United States and Texas, so soon as the supreme 
authorities of the said republic of Texas shall agree 
to the same. And it shall be the duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, so soon as he shall be of- 
ficially notified of such agreement on the part of 
Texas, to announce the same by proclamation. 

Resolved, further, by the authority aforesaid, That 
it is understood and intended that whatever was 
stipulated to be done immediately, or at a fixed pe- 
riod after the exchange of the ratifications of the 
aforesaid compact, shall be done immediately, or in 
a like period after the supreme authorities of Texas 
shall have formally agreed to these resolutions. 

‘The resolution being read, was ordered to a 


second er 
| Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com: 





mittee, gave notice that he would on Monday, the 

b eeat, move to go into Committee of the 
Whole on this subject; and in the mean time, he 
would move that it be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. — 

Mr. WINTHROP said he did not rise to oppose 
any obstacles to the course proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, but for the purpose of 
stating that the report was not adopted unanimously 
by that committee. There were some members 
who were opposed to that report; but as the majori- 


ty insisted on bringing it into the House immediate- 
ly on its adoption, the minority had no opportunity 
of presenting them views ina counter report. As it 
was, he would merely observe that he held the doc- 
trines contained in that report to be in violation of 
the constitution and laws, and rights of the States; 
and he believed, if carried into execution, they were 
eminently calculated to involve this country in an 
unjust and dishonorable war. He also held them 
to pe particularly objectionable on the question of 
slavery» 

The question was then put on the reference to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and, 

On motion by Mr. INGERSOLL, five thousand 
copies of the report were ordered to be printed. 

he House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Eliza M. Fortin, pray- 


inga pension in consequence of the death of her husband 
in the naval service: referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS H. SEYMOUR: The memorial of Sam- 
uel Colt, inventor of the water-proof cartridge: referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. The memorial of S. R. 
George, of Baltimore, praying that certain excess of duty 
may be refunded: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition from a great number of 
the citizens of Louisiana for the permanent location of the 
surveyor general’s office of that State at the town of Baton 
Rouge, and forother purposes: referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of E. W. Burgoyne, H. 
P. Gaines, and 105 others, citizens of Hamilton county, Ohio, 
praying that the provisions of the pension law, passed June 
7, 1332, may be extended so as to embrace the cases of the 
surviving soldiers who served in the western armies under 
Generals Harmer, St. Clair, and Wayne: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The petition of Michael Riley and 
111 others, citizens of Indiana, oe a grant of land to 
assist the State of Indiana to complete the Wabash and Erie 
canal to the Ohio river. The petition of Thomas Shireliff 
and 30 others, citizens ot Indiana, on the same subject. 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The petition of Phebe John and 
65others, women of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal 
ofall laws of the United States which in any manner sanc- 
tion bd sustain slavery. Two other petitions of the same 
im 

By Mr. E. J. MORRIS: Nine petitions from citizens of 
Philadelphia, praying an extension of the naturalization 
laws to 21 years. A petition from citizens of Philadel- 
phia, asking anappropriation for the reconstruction of the 
of the shipping ; ene at port Penn, on the river Delaware, 
= a the building of a light house on the Brandywine 
shoals. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of William Smith and 
others, for extra allowance for services in the exploring 
expedition: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

y Mr. J. STEWART: The memorial and other papers 
of Samuel Colt, asking Congress to inquire into and test the 
utility of his water proof cartridges: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. STETSON: The petition of the Ladies’ Union 
Benevolent Society of the city of Washington, soliciting the 
House of Representatives to give the refuse fuel provided 
for the House, for the use of the sick, indigent, and destitute 
reer of the city. The memorial of the stockholders of the 
late Farmers’ and Mechanics’ Bank of Georgetown, solicit- 
ing a renewal of their charter. The petition of the trustees 
of the Farmers’ Bank of Alexandria to revive the r of 
the bank, together with a copy of the assignment by the 
stockholders under the act of Congress of June 17, 1844. 
On behalf of the Bank of Metropolis, the opinion of Richard 
8. Coxe, esq., counsellor at law, advising the corporation to 
organize and perpetuate itself asa ing association, un- 
der the general laws of rship: all which were referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of Samuel P. Good- 
sell: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN: The petition of Lindsey 
Milstead to be allowed bounty land on account of military 
services. The petition of Benjamin Hollinsworth and oth- 


ers, for land in lieu of their pre-emptions, lost by the location 
of Indian reservations. The on of Jacob Boyd, to have 
money ref by him under a mistake, in the entry 


ve, Mr. C. introduced a bill for the 
relief of a Hollinsworth. 
By Mr. J. E. CARY, of New York: The petition and pa- 


pers of James 8. Cam i for 

Sg yt ies ae ty 
vernme rey : 

to the ss on Revolutionary cle 


By Mr. McCLOLLAND: The petition of Jeremiah 
of Deca mina of J Anderson, aaa 
Catharine of Francis Cicote, and of Guy Carpenter: 
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referred to the Committee of Claims. The petition of 
Charles McKenzie: referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. : 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of George Easter, for a 
penetens referred to the Committee on InValid Pensions. 

he petition of Andrew McLaughlin, The petition of 
George Singley. The petition of Francis Davidson. The 
petition of Frederick Chertman: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPHERD CARY: The petition of Samuel A. 
Moses, with accompanying documents, relating to a claim 
upon the treasury: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Jacob Addison, of 
Muskingum county, Ohio, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: The following memorial, signed by Nel- 
son Hyde, and 57 others: 

To the honorable the Senators and Representatives in the Con- 
gress of the United States: 

The undersigned mechanics of the town of Catskill, 
Greene county, New York, and the members of the Catskill 
Mechanical Society, respectfully represent that they have 
viewed with the highest gratification the introduction at 
the last session of Congress, by the Hon. Zadok Pratt, the 
member from this district, of a preamble and resolution set- 
tinf forth that, ““‘whereas, from the great difficulty in ascer- 
taining for what inventions patents have issued, much time, 
labor, and expenses are incurred by personsin different sec- 
tions of the United States, in perfecting what they conceived 
to cron nag — which, upon application to the 

tentoifice, they discover to have been already secured 

y others, thus discouraging them from future attempts to 
render service to the public, and refiect honor upon the 
country; and whereas the large surplus of about $10,000 
annually could be advantageously applied to the benefits of 
thefnumerous class of citizens, whose geniusfleads to the 
discovery of new and useful inventions, and to whose ad- 
veoieae it is but reasonable that a portion of such surplus 
should be applied, as an encouragement to the development 
= their ingenuity, and the exercise of their skill: There- 
ore, 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be directed to 
inquire into the expediency of making the necessary appro- 

riation out of the patent fund to purchase anample col- 
ection of scientific and other necessary books, and to pro- 
vide for the publication and distribution of the descriptions 
and drawings of the inventions for which patents have been 
granted,” &c. 

And your petitioners would speedily solicit the speedy 
action of Congress upon the resolution above referred to, 
feeling confident that the advantages contemplated by its 
spirit would not only be highly important to the ingenious 
and skilful mechanic, but also of abundant and extensive 
benefit to the whole people of the United States. 

Referred to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. A. C. DODGE: The petition of Wm. J. A. 
Bradford, praying compensation for reporting decisions of 
the supreme court of lowa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. The petition of Josiah Scott, praying 
that he might be allowed to correct an erroneous land entry 
made by him at the Dubuque land office, in lowa: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivayr, December 13, 1844. 


The minutes of yesterday having been read, 

The STETSON rose and stated that he voted 
yesterday under a mistake on a motion m relation 
toa memorial presented by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grppines]} from Ashtabula, which pray- 
ed for such a change in the constitution of the Uni- 
ted States as would make the basis of representa- 
tion uniformly the free inhabitants of the country, 
or that the animals of the free States might be rep- 
resented as the slaves of the South were. When 
the petition was presented, he was writing at his 
desk, and he voted in ignorance of the offensive char- 
acter of that petition, which, besides, affected the 
question of an alteration of the constitution, which 
was very harmoniously settled at the last session, 
and which he would not now vote to distur. He yes- 
terday voted in the negative on a motion to lay that 
petition on the table; but having discovered its char- 
acter,he now asked permission of the House to 
change that mistaken vote, and have it recorded in 
the affirmative. 

The House assented to the correction, and the 
vote was changed accordingly. 

The journal was then approved. 


ERRORS IN THE SIXTH CENSUS. 

The following is the select committee appointed 
on the motionof Mr. Apams to consider the pe- 
tition from the Amertcan Statistical Society in rela- 
tion to errors in the sixth census: 

Mesrts. Apams, Ruetr, Rayner, Strives, Ma- 
cray, Brenere, Foster, Suermerp Cary, and 
Cares B. Smirn. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER announced thatthere were nu- 
merous communications on the Speaker’s table 
which, with the permission of the House, he would 


present. , 
ane following were accordingly read by the 


“A letter from the treasurer of the United States, 
transmitting, in pursuance of law, copies of accounts 
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with the United States for the third and fourth 
quarters of 1843, and the first and second quarters 
of 1844; which were laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting 
areport of the contingent expenses of that de 
ment for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1844, in 

ursuance of the act of 26th August, 1842, and the 
bd section of the act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of government for the 
year 1836; which letter and report were laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in answer to 
aresolution of the House of Representatives of the 
10th of January last, calling fora plan or recom- 
mendation in relation to the reorganization and dis- 
cipline of the militia; which letter was referred to the 
Committee on{the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, communica- 
ting, in pursuance of the act of the 2d March, 1799, 
an abstract of all the returns from collectors of cus- 
toms of American seamen registered in each port of 
entry of the United States during the year ending 
September 30, 1844; which letter and abstracts were 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of Siate, transmitti 
statements showing the number and designation 
passengers who have arrived in each collection dis- 
trict of the United States for the year ending 30th 
September, 1844, in pursuance of the act of Qd 
March, 1819, regulating passenger ships and ves- 
sels; which letter and statements were ordered to be 
laid upon the table, and to be printed. 

A letter from}the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, trans- 
mitting, in print, in obedience to the order of the 
House of Representatives of the 30th December, 
1791, a report of the receipts and expenditures of the 
United States for the half calendar year ending 30th 
June, 1843; which letter and report were laid upon 
the table. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, transmitting, in povenence of a resolution of 
the House, copies of all contracts made in his office 
since the first day of December last; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
in answer to a resolution of the House of the 7t 
June last, a report in relation to the survey of the 
harbor of Cape Porpoise, in the State of Maine; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a series of resolutions (which were received 
at the State Department in October last) from the 
common council of New York, condoling with the 
nation and the bereaved relatives, on the loss of 
those distinguished citizens who were killed on 
board the Princeton, on an excursion down the Po- 
tomac. 


ELECTION BILL. 


Mr. DUNCAN moved the House to take up his 
bill to alter and regulate the time of holding the 
election of electors of President and Vice President 
of the United States, which had been reported to 
the House from the Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union. 

_ Objection was made to the reception of that mo- 


tion. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved a suspension of the rules 
for the reception of his motion; which was agreed to. 

Mr. D. then renewed his motion to take up the 
aS which he had specified; which was assent- 
ed to. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first question in 
order was on concurring in the amendment of 
the Committee of the ole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved the previous question. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped the gentleman from 
Ohio would withdraw that motion, and let the 
House take a vote on the amendment which he had 


prepared. 
Mr. DUNCAN replied that he did not want this 
bill squeezed to death by the affection of its friends, 
{laughter;] and hence he could not comply with the 

uest of the gentleman from Virginia. EB 

e SPEA put the question on seconding 

the demand for the previous question. : 
Tellers were called for, and ordered, and Messrs. 
Roserts end Winturor were appointed; and 
having taken the vote, they reported that 49 had 
voted in the affirmative, and 76 in the negative. So 


there was not a second. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE then said the question rey 
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curred, Will the House concur in the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole? but he would sug- 
gest that the House should refuse to concur, and 
thus he would have an opportunity to present a sub- 
situte which he had prepared for the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. That the House might under- 
wand what his substitute was, he would request 
that it might be read at the Clerk’s desk for the in- 
formation of the House. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Dromcoore 
was read as follows: 


“Strike out all afterthe word ‘that,’ at the end of the sec- 
ond line, and insert ‘hereafter, in each year, in which elect- 
ors of President and Vice-President are to be appointed by 
each State, the said electors shall be chosen on one and the 
same day throughout the United States—to wit: on the first 
Tuesday next succeeding the first Monday in November. 
But nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the le- 
gislatures of the several States from providing for the ap- 
pointment of electors on some other subsequent day, in case 
the electors, orany ofthem, in any State, shall not be cho- 
een at the time herein determined, or for supplying vacancies 
arising from any cause, or for substituting electors absent 
on the day prescribed for their attendance in meeting to give 
their votes for President and Vice-President. 

“Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That all the provisions of 
the act entitled ‘An act relative to the election of a Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States, and declaring 
the officer who shall act as President in case of vacancy 
both in the offices of President and Vice-President,’ 
approved March 1, 1792; and of the act supplementary to the 
same, approved March 26, 1804, now in force and not virtu- 
ally repenled by this act, shall extend and apply to every 
election of a President and Vice-President of the United 
States.’” 


Mr. DUNCAN asked for the reading of the bill 
as it had been reported from the committee; which 
was read accordingly. 

Mr. D. would merely remark that this bill, as it 
came from the committee, was just as simple as it 
could be made. The amendment (the adoption of 
which had placed the bill in this form) had been in- 
troduced to meet the views of several gentlemen 
who were desirous that it should contain the simple 
proposition of the election being held upon a certain 
specified day. The amendment now proposed by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dasnocecht 
was precisely what the bill was as it passed the 
Committee of the Whole; but it also had two or 
three provisions—the very provisions that gen- 
tleman had objected in the bill first intro- 
duced. He said there was no necessity for them at 
all. The bill, as it had passed the committee, se- 
cured the exercise of the laws on the part of the 
States in relation to the manner of elections, to can- 
vassing the votes, to making the returns, &c. He 
was willing that every gentleman in the House, if 
it were possible, should have the exclusive honor of 
the introduction of this bill and of presenting it. 
He cared nothing about the honor, but the princi- 

le was what he desired to see established. ‘T'here 

ad been a tendency on the part of the friends of 
this bill to hug it to death. He doubted not the 
skill of the gentleman from Virginia in parliamentary 
matters; he would not have half his skill in parlia- 
mentary matters for the best farm in Virginia, [a 
langh;} for if he had, he should know nothing else. 
But, as he had remarked, he did not want the bill 
killed with kindness;"he believed the bill as it had 
passed passed the Committee of the Whole was 
perfect—that it was an exercise of all the powers 
conferred upon them by the constitution upon the 
subject, and no more; it repealed no laws at all, 
but consisted of a simple naked proposition to fix a 
uniform day. He hoped it would be passed in its 
present form. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL observed that, between 
the bill reported from the committee and the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Virginia, he had no 
choice. He rose for the purpose of moving an 
amendment to the bill now under consideration, if 
the bill was now open for amendment. 

The SPEAKER remarked that it was. 

Mr. C. then moved to strike out the time pro- 

osed by the bill, and to insert the Ist Monday in 
cember. 

The legislature of the State of South Carolina, he 
said, by its constitutional provision, met on the first 
Monday in December. e electors of that State 
were elected by her legislature; and consequently 
this bill, if passed, either compelled the legislature 
of that State to hold an extra session, or would re- 
quire an alteration of the constitution of that State to 
confer their election directly upon the people. The 
first Monday in December was sufficiently early to 
decide the election; and he hoped the House would 
see fit to make thisalteration in the time. 

‘Mr. HAMLIN said he had supposed the differ- 
ence between the proposition of the gentleman from 
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Virginia and the bill as reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, was the difference between tweedle 
dum and tweedle dee. But if gentlemen examined 
these two propositions, he believed they would find 
a real, substantial difference between them. [t con- 
sisted inthis: The bill of the gentleman from Ohio, 
which had been adopted in committee, contained the 
express provision that, if a State should have held its 
election upon the day named by this bill, and should 
fail to elect electors, then thé legislature might, by 
law, appoint a subsequent day. The bill of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia did not contain such a provis- 
ion—it simply said if there should be no election 
upon the day named, then the State might Bs Ke a 
subsequent day for the election. Now, the difficul- 
ty was here: a State might not provide for choosin 

slectors upon that day—it might refuse to do it—an 

then, by the very account of the gentleman from 


Virginia, she might come in and appoint electors up- 


a subsequent day, and thus negative and nullify the 
law. e difference between the two bills, other 
than that now pointed out, was a mere matter of 
taste, and he did not deny that the gentleman from 
Virginia might have used more taste, and conformed 
his ill more closely to logical rules than the gentle- 
man from Ohio had done. But as a matter of prin- 
eH he preferred the bill of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

The SPEAKER inquired if the gentleman from 
Virginia offered his proposition as an amendment to 
the bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE replied that his impression 
had been that it would not be in order; but, as it 
now appeared that it was, he would move to amend 
the amendment reported by the committee, by stri- 
king out all after the word “that,” and inserting 
what he had offered, [which is above given.] 

Mr. D. said he had no remarks to make in reply 
to the suggestions or the observations of the gentle- 
man from Maine, [Mr. Hamuin,] or of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, about rhetoric, parliamentary skill, 
and all that. It might pass for what it was worth 
with the House. There was one suggestion of the 
former gentleman with reference to which he wished 
to make a single remark, viz: that there was nothing 
in the bill imperative upon the States to hold their 
elections upon the day designated by the bill. It is 
(said Mr. D.) as imperative as the constitution of 
the United States can make it. Imperative lan- 
guage used in the bill can add nothing to the 
obligations of the constitution of the United States. 
The constitution of the United States said that Con- 

ress might determine the day of choosing electors. 

his bill determined it, and thus gives effect and 
vitality to that provision of the constitution; and it 
might as well be supposed that a State would not 
regard the vs aap of the constitution imposing 
upon it any duty pertaining to the existence of this 
confederacy, as to suppose it in this case. He 
asked what the gentleman from Maine would pro- 
pose to do if the States should refuse to provide for 
the meeting of their electors at their capital on the 
first Wednesday in December, as the constitution 
required? If the gentleman supposed cases alto- 
gether improbable, he might, perhaps, build argu- 
ments and draw conclusions therefrom; but argu- 
ments founded on extreme improbabilities should 
have no weight. 

With reference to the remark of the gentleman 
from Ohio, he had as little pride of feeling about the 
matter as the gentleman himself, or as any other 


man. 

Mr. DUNCAN explained that he had not charged 
the gentleman with any such feeling. He had in- 
tended merely to convey the idea that he himself 
had none. He could make more political capital 
by dissecting one political coon [laughter] than he 
could by twenty such bills. 

Mr. ETT inquired if it was now in order to 
move to refer the bill to a select committee. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was. 

Mr. RHETT said he would, then, make the mo- 
tion. He had understood the gentleman from Ohio 
thatit was the motion he [Mr. Duncan] intended to 
make when this bill came up in the House. He 
(Mr. R.) did not know the differences the gentlemen 
were discussing, and he could not vote understand- 
ingly, either upon the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Virginia or the original bill. 

He would suggest another reason why he thought 
the bill ought to go to a committee. The gentle- 
man from Ohio, in taking into consideration the va- 
rious parts of the country, had not thanght proper to 
make any reference to the State he represented. 
South Carolina, since the origin of the government, 


had thought proper to elect her electors in elect 
her legislature; the presidential election came 
up in electing the legislature, and the legis. 
lature, the first Monday in December, pronounced 
the decision of the people with reference thereto 
Other States had formerly pursued this course 
South Carolina had thought proper to adhere to it; 
they had found that form entirely congenial to the 
feelings of their people, and they did not desire that 
the arm of the general government should be ex. 
tended to interfere with her policy or her rights, 
The gentleman from Virginia and the gentleman 
from Bhio had remarked, in objection to the propo. 
sition to which he now referred, that the first Wed. 
nesday in December was the time when the electors 
counted out their votes; but that was a regulation of 
Congress, and might be altered so as to coincide with 
this law, if it was so formed as to accommodate 
South Carolina. Now, as they had excepted Maine 
—as they had made provision for the manner of 
elections in Maine, and in the North—why not, in 
like manner, in South Carolina? He took it for 
granted, asa settled principle, that there should be 
as little legislative interference on the part of this 
overnment with the State governments as possible, 
fie thought this bill had better be recommitted to a 
select committee: he did not desire to be onit. The 
presidential election was four years ahead: there 
was no special emergency now. At the last Con- 

ess there had been reason for the gentleman 
rom Ohio to press it, in order to prevent 
the flagitious frauds from the transfer of votes from 
one State to another; but the presidential election 
was settled; we could have no more presidential 
elections, thank God, for four — to come. He 
therefore hopcd gentlemen would allow time for the 
proper maturing and perfecting of this bill by a 
committee before they pressed the House to action 
upon it. 

Mr. BRENGLE remarked that he was decided- 
ly in favor of the passage of the bill. Although he 
had opposed it at the last session of Congress, it 
had not been on account of any hostility to the bill; 
on the contrary, he believed it eminently conforma- 
ble to the will of the people of the country. It 
was a measure of great importance, proposing a 
very considerable change in the highest election of 
our country; and, in proportion to its importance, it 
ought to be deliberately matured. Mr. B. objected 
to the provision of the first section, authorizing the 
colleges of electors, in case any vacancy occurred 
in their number, to supply such vacancy; and, in il- 
lustration of what he supposed might be its detri- 
mental effect, he supposed that that New York 
were to elect eighteen electors of each political par- 
ty to constitute its college, the two parties thus 
balancing each other therein. In case a vacancy 
occurred by death or otherwise, it would enable the 
other party to fill the vacancy, and thus decide what 
should 1 be the character of the electoral vote of that 
great State in contravention of the will of the people 
expressed in their election of equal numbers of elect- 
tors of both parties. This, he apprehended it would 
not be load, would be at war with the spirit of our 
republican institutions. He proposed, in case of a 
vacancy occurring, to confer upon the legislature the 
power of filling it at its own discretion, whether by 
election by the people of the whole State, or of the 
particular district. The objection to holding an elec- 
tion over the State on the ground of expense, he 
thought was entirely invalid; in the case of the State 
he lad referred to, that State, at the late election, 
had exercised a controlling influence over the ad- 
ministration of the government for four years to 
come; and the mere expense of holding an election 
in a State was a slight consideration in the decision 
of a matter of such momentous importance. In case 
the vacancy occu so short a time previous to 
the meeting of the electoral college as to admit of 
being filled in no other manner, it might be done by 
the college themselves, but in such a case only. Al- 
though they all agreed as to the propriety of a law of 
this kind, there was a diversity of opinion in 
to its precise provisions and details. He therefore 
honed t it would be allowed to go, as proposed, toa 
select committee. 

This bill had been committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House; yet, without feeling the slightest 
disrespect to that committee, he might say it was 


the worst possible committee in which to maturea 
bill. He preferred a committee even of but three 
members, to the Committee of the Whole; for the 
whole history of legislation proved that a small 
| committee was better thana large one for maturing 
and perfecting the details of any measure, He 
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at the substitute of the gentleman from 
hepa’ oS the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, together with the various suggestions of 

embers, would be taken into consideration a a 
select committee, who would report such a bill as 
they could all vote for with safety and confidence. 

Mr. HARALSON merely rose to reply to some 
of the questions of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. RENGLE.]| The gentleman asked why 
there was such hot haste to pass this bill? and 
he would give him the best sible reason for 
it, We have (said Mr. H.) just come out of a 

residential election; and both parties are charging 
each other with having committed great frauds, and 
both professed to be anxious to guard against them 
in future. This was, therefore, the best possible 
time to pass a bill of this nature. By acting on the 
subject now, they would strike while the iron was 
hot, and legislate while they were in the humor for 
it. "As to the suggestions of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, he had too high an opinion of the 

triotism of that State to suppose they would re- 

any additional trouble that the acsomplishment 
of a general good would subject them to. He was 
informed, by his friend from New Hampshire near 
him, that his State was put to the additional trouble 
of calling her legislature together every four years, 
for the purpose of providing for the presidential 
election. South Carolina, therefore, was not the 
only State that would be put to some additional 
trouble; and he was assured that such was her pa- 
triotism, that she would not regard it. 

In relation to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, and the report of the Commiiiee of 
the Whole, he did not see any essential difference 
between them; but he saw clearly that a majority of 
that House were for passing some bill that would 

ard against these election frauds that had been so 
Rudly complained of. They should, therefore, 
without taking into view the convenience of any 
one State, legislate for the general good. The ques- 
tion was, iehetinie they should conform their legis- 
lation to the convenience of a particular State or to 
the convenience of the whole; and he was for the 
latter. He was for passing this bill as speedily as 
possible, for the purpose of preventing those frauds 
of which both parties complained. 

Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR, after a few re- 
marks, moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER observed that the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] was not in order, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromaooie] having the 
preference. 

Mr. CAMPBELL begged leave fo correct the 
Chair in point of fact. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia was not offered as an amend- 
ment, but merely as an argument, and as a proposi- 
tion that would be offered in case the substitute of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Duncan] should be 
rejected. In this state of the case, he (Mr. C.) of- 
fered his amendment; and, after he had taken his 
seat, the gentleman from Virginia, on reconsidera- 
tion, offered his proposition as an amendment. 

Some conversation ensued between the CHAIR 
and Messrs. DROMGOOLE and CAMPBELL, 
resulting in the decision that Mr. Campse.u’s 
amendment was the first in order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked his friend from New 
York [Mr. Seymour] to withdraw his call for the 
previous question, in order that he might accommo- 
date the question of time with the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and thus have an ees of 
getting in his amendment. That being settled, he 
would with pleasure go with him for the previous 
question. ‘ 

Mr. SEYMOUR withdrew his call for the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. HAMLIN renewed it. ‘ 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
call for the previous question, and decided in the 
negative, the count being taken by tellers—ayes 56, 

7 


noes 71. 

The SPEAKER observed that the call for the 
previous question not being seconded, the first ques- 
tion would be on the motion of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Ruert] to refer the whole sub- 
ject to a select committee. er: 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL observed that, in his 
opinion, the question was one not as to time, but as 


to method e could not see what possible ob- 
jection there could be to sending this matter to a 
select committee; and as he wanted to go for it with 


confidence, he would much — ita being there 
matured, before voting on it. The House, by a unani- 
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mous vote, taken by yeas and nays, had showed its 
determination to pass this bill, and there could be no 
danger therefore in sending it to a committee, in 
order to have its details so perfected as to be satis- 
factory to all; and even as to the the time of passing 
it, he was confident that this course would hasten 
it. He entreated the gentleman from Ohio to let it 
be sent to a committee, as the safest and most ex- 
peditious mode of getting it through both Houses. 

Mr. RATHBUN was in favor of a reference, for 
the reasons he had heard stated, and one other rea- 
son which he would mention. The object of this 
bill was to guard against frauds in the elections of 
President and Vice President, by declaring that they 
shall all be held on the same day. But in doing 
this, — should avoidas much as possible interfer- 
ing with the legislation of the States, and to 
guard against giving them additional trouble. 
Now, the State of South Carolina having a different 
mode of appointing electors from the other States, 
viz: that of appointing them by the action of her 
legislature, there would be no propriety in the ap- 
plication ef this law to her; and he would therefore 
gropose that the bill should be so limited and re- 
stricted, as to leave her out of its provisions until 
she may choose to conform her mode of electing 
electors te that of the other States. Such an amend- 
ment to the bill, he thought, would get rid of all the 
difficulty in regard to the State of South Carolina 
that had been suggested. 


Mr. E. J. BLACK observed that he was one of 
those who desired to see this bill pass immediately; 
but he also desired to do it ina shape that would 
give general satisfaction to all the States, and 
particularly the States of South Carolina. One 
gentleman from that State proposed to change 
the time of choosing the electors—a proposi- 
tion for which he could not give his vote. He 
could not vote to change the day to suit the conve- 
nience of one State; butif the gentleman would of- 
fer an amendment to exclude the State of South Car- 
olina from the provisions of the bill, he would vote 
for it. 


An honorable gentleman near him had drawn up 
a proposition of this nature; and he would suggest 
to the gentleman who moved the amendment, that, 
if he would take that proposition, it would accom- 
plish the object he had in view, and he would vote 
for it. 


Mr. McCLERNAND said that he regretted the 
controversy which had grown up on the question. 
There seemed to be such contrariety about the de- 
tails and paternity of the bill, that there was some 
doubt whether the bill would be passed at all at the 

resent session. He was prepared to vote upon the 

ill at once; and he hoped the motion to refer to a 
select committee would not prevail. The subject 
had been much discussed at the last session. It was 
the first measure brought forward at the present 
session, and had, at the present session, undergone 
various amendments and extensive discussion. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Duncan] had taken it 
upon himself to examine, prepare, and mature the 
bill; and he was willing to take it on his judgment. 
The present was an auspicious period for passing it. 
We had just come out of a presidential election in 
which all the bitter feelings of party had subsided. 
The country was in a calm, and the universal judg- 
ment was in favor of the bill. 
He would add a few remarks, in answer to those 
which had been thrown out by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. manne and the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Biacx.] They said the bill might 
be modified so as to accommodate the case of South 
Carolina. 


had proposed that the time for holding the elections of 
electors in the several States should be postponed 
until December. This change, it would be perceiv- 
ed, would operate very inconveniently to most of 
the States. In December the weather was generally 
very cold, and in many States would be so in- 
element as to prevent a general turn-out of the peo- 
ple to the polls, which was very desirable—in fact 
necessary—to a full and fair expression of the pop- 
ular vote. ; 

Again: if a time was fixed by the bill for the 
meeting and voting of the electoral colleges, that 
time must be uniform in all the States. » if an 
exception was made in favor of South Carolina as to 
the time of choosing electors, yet she would have to 
conform to the time prescribed for the election by 
the electoral colleges; otherwise, there would be a 
non-compliance with the constitution, 


The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Ruert] . 





29 
{Here Mr. McC. read from the constitution to 


sustain this position. 

He segek there ore, for these hasty and some- 
what incoherent reasons, that immediate action 
would be had. 

Mr. PAYNE. When the proposition was first 
resented to refer this bill to a select commtttee, I 
had no objection to the reference. But subscquent 
reflection has convinced me that the reference is unne- 
cessary, for the object indicated by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Campsety] ond the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Incersott.} 
The object of referring this bill, as indicated b 
those gentlemen, is to change the day upon which it 
is intended to hold the election for electors for Pres- 
nee: and Vice President of the United on from 
the first Tuesday after the M in November 
the first Monday tr Devices oe ; 

To this change of time, there is, in my opinion, 
insuperable objections. By existing laws, the elec- 
tors for President and Vice President are required to 
assemble on the first Wednesday in Decemoer, and 
cast their votes for President and Vice President of 
she United States. If you fix the day for electing 
the electors on the Monday preceding the Wednesday 
upon which they are required to cast their votes for 
President and Vice President, it is obvious the law 
will defeat itself. 

After the electors have been chosen by the people, 
the returns have to be made to the Secretary of 
State, which would require at least ten days ina 
State of ordinary size. paseineds: the executive has 
to issue his proclamation, designating the persons 
chosen by the people as electors. Now, sir, what 
time is allowed for the working of all this machine- 
ry, if Congress should require the election to be 
holden on the first Monday in December? One day 
only, sir, from Monday until Wednesday. It is, 
therefore, obvious that the election could not be 
holden for want of time. 

Again, sir: the first Wednesday in December may 
sometimes come before the first Monday in Decem- 
ber. In that case, the law, as it now exists, would 
— the electors to cast their votes for President 
and Vice President before themselves had been elect- 
ed by the people. In view of these facts, I shall not 
vote for the reference, for the reason indicated. 

Moreover, if Congress designates the first Mon- 
day in December upon which the electors shall be 
chosen by the people, this body will be practical- 
ly disfranchised, so far as the election of electors is 
concerned; because this body meets on the first 
Monday in December; and we should not be in our 
States, where we are alone entitled to yote for elect- 
ors on the day of the election. Under any aspect of 
the case, it occurs to me that the first Monday in 
December would be the worst day of all others for 
the election of electors by the people. 

Sir, there is one other consideration which I will 
mention, and which furnishes, in my view, a reason 
against the reference of this bill to a committee for 
the puapons of changing the day indicated in the 
bill, to the first Monday in December. It is this: 
the same reasons which make it necessary to 
elect the presidential electors on the same day 
throughout the Union, apply with equal force to the 
election of members of. anes The induce- 
ment for frauds upon the ballot-box is about equal 
in both cases; and the results upon the country are 
alike important. If the election for electors is hold- 
en on the same day throughout the Union, it is to 
be hoped that the State legislatures will, by law, 
adopt the same day for the election of members of 
Congress. By doing this, frauds will be prevented in 
the election of members of Congress, as well as in 
the election of electors. 

But if the day of holding this election be the day 
upon which Congress meets, the State legislatures 
cannot and will not adopt that day upon which the 
members of this body shall be elected. I therefore 
hope the bill will not be referred with the view of 
altering time. 

Mr. ELMER said it would be recollected that 
when this bill first came into this House he u its 
reference to a standing committee, for he believed 
then that such a reference was not only necessary, 
but that it would facilitate the object of its author. 
It, however, seemed to him now that it was not ne- 

at this time that it should be so referred. 
They had suggested amendments which had been 
adopted by the gentleman from Ohio; and if it should 
now go to a committee, it did not a possible 
that the many conflicting opinions whisk weld. 
tertained could be reconciled but by the House it- 
self, by a direct vote. He did not think it pragtion, 
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ble to hold the election of electors on the first Mon- 
,day in December, and that the electors should cast 
their votes on the first Wednesday. 

_. Mr. CAMPBLL said it was a mere provision of 
Jaw that the electors should meet on the fist Wed- 
nesday in December; and an amendment could rea- 
dily be incorporated in this bill to change the day 
to the third Wednesday of December, or any other 
convenient day. 

Mr. ELMER said the gentleman from South 
Carolina was undoubtedly nght; but it ap to 
him that it would be prudent not to fix a later day 
than that which the law now designated. His im- 
pression was, that it would be better to fix the elec- 
tions yet earlier than they were; there were many 
reasons for such a change; one, however, was, that 
that the agitation generally commenced in the sprin 
of the year, and it would be better to diminis 
rather than to extend the time during which such 
agitation would continue. With respect to the bill 
before the House, he did not altogether approve of 
the phraselogy in which was couched, but in sub- 
tance it was better than that suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. He did not approve of so 
widea latitude being given to the State legislatures 
as would defeat the objects of the bill. If they fixed 
a day at all, they ought to make it imperative; but 
whatever amendments were to be made, he hoped 
the House would make at once, and not send the 
bill to any committee. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that he would not now 
say anything of the merits of this bill; he was ready 
to vote for itjat any time, in any shape. He certain- 
ly would rather take the measure of the gentleman 

rom Ohio, but he would take any measure; and the 
remarks which he should make would be of the 
course of proceeding in relation to this particular 
subject. When, at the last session of Congress, 
this bill, or something like it, passed this House by a 
large majority, there were a few who ventured to re- 
cord their names against the bill on the ground that 
it was not maturely prepared, and also on the ground 
that it would be oppressive to several of the States, 
which would be put to the trouble and expense of 
calling together their legislatures to make proviston 
to carry out that measure. The whig Senate, at 
that time, ventured to put their veto upon it, and 
since that time those senators and the few members 
in this House who had voted against the bill, had 
been much censured for the course they then took, 
by the presses of the majority in that House. A 
few moments ago he had found in the official organ 
of this House a reference to this matter; which, after 
referring to the bill of the last session introduced by 
the gentleman from Ohio, asks— 


“How did whigery treat this effectual bill for the preven- 
tiou ofthe species of frauds to which we have referred? 
The whig members ofthe House of Representatives gene- 
rally voted for it; because they were so soon to answer to 
their immediate‘constituents that they dared not vote against 
@ bill so obuiously necessary to put down a most atrocious 
and dangerous fraud in the election ofa chief magistrate. 
But how did this act fare with the whig majority in the 
Senate? Every whig senator voted against the law for the 
suppression of the fraud, while every democratic senator 
voted for it. : 

“This shows ponshesively that the whig senators were 
willing to take the odium of licensing this system of well- 
organized and widespread fraud, to avail themselves of it in 
the election of Mr. Clay. They will now hardly venture to 
stand out againrt public sentiment, and refuse to repress it 
by passing the act atthis session rejected by] their votes 
alone at the last.” 

Well, this bill has been again introduced, but ina 
modified form; and it had been considered day after 
day, until at last ithad been discovered by that 

rtion of the House of which the paper from which 
fe had read was the organ—and he was glad that 
the discovery had been made—that the bill did re- 
quire revision, and that it was expedient, for that 
purpose, to refer it to a special committee—that it 
was rather dangerous to pass a snap-judgment upon 
it, and that it was regarded by South Carolina as 
dangerous in any way. Now he only hoped that 
these facts would be remembered in extenuation of 
the enormity of the offence of those whig senators 
and members of this House who, at the last session, 
ventured to record their negative against it. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he had not risen to say any- 
thing in relation to what might be called party poli- 
ties, like the gentleman who had preceded him, in- 
asmuch as the proposition before the House was 
simply the reference of this bill to a select committee. 
He, however, if he indulged at all in such remarks, 
should wish to say a word in justification of his 
friend who had introduced this bill, and who was 
entitled to all the credit that would result from it. 
Now he (Mr. B.) should vote to refer this bili to a 
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select committee, for a reason which he had not yet |} meaning of the constitution. It was kno 


heard stated; and that was, that it seemed to him 
the proviso at the end of the bill was calculated, as 
he feared, to defeat the object, the main object, with 
which the bill was introduced. It would provide that 
if any State should fail to elect on the day desig- 
nated, then a subsequent election might be 
held, which held out inducements to defeat an elec- 
tion by a division of votes amongst various candi- 
dates, and thus prevent the elections taking place, in 
fact, on one uniform day throughout the Union. 
Now, he was of opinion that the bill should be sent 
to a committee, to consider well whether that pro- 
viso was not calculated to defeat the object of the 


ill. 

The SPEAKER then put the question on the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina 
for the appointment of a committee of five, to whom 
this bill should be committed. 

Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays 
thereon; and they were ordered. 

The question upon referring to a select committee 
oe taken, and resulted yeas 69, nays 13], as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Ashe, Baily, Barnard, Bidlack, 
James Black, James A. Black, Brengle, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Buffington, Burt, Campbell, Carroll, Catlin, 
Causin, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Cobb, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Fish, 
Foster, Fuller, Goggin, Grider, Hale, Holmes, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Perley B. Johnson, John P. cen, Daniel P. 
King, Kirkpatrick, Marsh, Moseley, Newton, Norris, Pey- 
ton, Charles M. Reed, Rhett, Rockwell, Russell, Saunders, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Simpson, Caleb B. Smith, Ste- 
phens, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Thomasson, Tyler, Van 
meter, Vinton, Wethered, Woodward, and Yancey —69. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Benton, Edward J. Black, Blackwell, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burke,{Caldwell, Carpenter, Jere- 
miah E. Cary, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Clinton, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Richard D. Davis, John W. 
Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Florence, 
Foot, French, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hannibal 
Hamlin, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Jameson, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, MclIlvaine, McKay, Mathews, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Joseph Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Murphy, Nes, Owen, 
Parmenter, Paterson, Payne, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, Relfe, Rit- 
ter, Roberts, Robinson, Rodney, Rogers, St. John, Sample, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 
Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Alfred P. Stone, 
Sykes, Taylor, Tibbatts, Vance, Weller, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, John White, Benjamin White, Williams, Win- 
throp, William Wright, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—131. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, in order, as he said, gen- 
erally to meet the views of the House, modified his 
amend ment so as to provide as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained sball apply to 
any State where the elections of President and Vice Presi- 
dent!aregnow chosen by its legislature, until such time as 
such State shall give the election of electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President to the people. 

Mr. C. said he had but one remark to make. In 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois, (understood 
to refer to Mr. Dovetass,) he read the provision of 
the constitution on this point: 


“The Congress may determine the time of choosing the 
electors, and the day on which they shall give their votes, 
which day shall be the same throughout the United States.” 

And he remarked that there was nothing in his 
amendment conflicting with this requirement of the 
constitution—the day which was made uniform 
throughout the States, not being the day of choos- 
ing the electors, but of their giving their votes. 

r. DROMGOOLE regretted that it was not in 
his power to concur with the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Campset} upon this proposition. 
Ifthere were no constitutional impediment in the 
way, he could not vote for a proposition which ex- 
cepted any State from the operation of a law which 
he believed good policy and the security of the 
purity of our elections required. The constitution 
said, that ‘‘Congress may determine the time of 
choosing the electors.” A portion of the electors, or 
all the electors of the United States? If any State 
was excepted, that now elected its electors by legis- 
lature, did this bill determine “the time” of choosing 
the electors? Certainly it did not. But the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, he feared, would produce 
a discussion here if he pressed his amendment, 
which he (Mr. D.) wished to see avoided; that was, 
whether the election of electors by any State was in 
fact in pursuance and accordance with the proper 


uae entertained doubts concerning it. wat 
_ Mr. D. did not desire to have this House involved 
either directly or indirectly, in the decision of ths! 
question. He did not raise any question about th. 
validity of the electors thus chosen. But it wou)j 
be perceived at once that those who voted for the 
wer ition of the gentleman from South Caroling 

ared indirectly that, in their opinion, the election 
of electors by the legislature was a fair interpreta. 
tion of the constitution. Mr. D. inclined to the con. 
trary opinion; but, as he had said, he desired the 
House to avoid this knotty question, and simply to 
“determine the time of choosing the electors”—,), 
electors of all the States, not excepting South Caro. 
lina. If they accommodated South Carolina, (anq 
he would go as far as he could consistently to qo 
s0,) how could they refuse an ntleman who 
asked that his State be excep rom the opera. 
tion? They would thus virtually defeat the great 
object of the bill, which was to have the election of 
electors on the same day throughout the United 
States. 

Mr. RHETT observed, if the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Dromcooxe] were to put in practice 
the argument he had advanced, he did not know 
how he could avoid voting against his own bill. In 
that (certainly in the bill of the gentleman from 
Ohio) there was a_ provision under which 
not a State in this Union could be compelled 
to vote on any particular day—a provision, in case 
the election were not held on the day designated, that 
the legislature should provide for the election being 
held and consummated thereafter. Where, then, was 
the gentleman’s argument in reference to the word 
“time?” The bill, as it lay on their table, might pass, 
and not a single State in the Union elect their elec- 
tors on the day designated. 

But the other argument, and that which lay nearest 
the gentleman’s heart, was that the form of South 
Carolina for electing electors was unconstitutional. 
Virginia had begun that way, and so had almost 
every State in the Union. The framers of the con- 
stitution, then fresh from the convention—the peo- 
ple, they who ought to understand their own handi- 
work—had adopted this system of electing by legis- 
lature as the best mode; and now they were to be 
told, at this late time of day, because others had 
chosen to change, and they had not, that they, 
forsooth, under the new lights of modern times, had 
all along been acting unconstitutionally—that South 
Carolina had given unconstitutional votes. Was 
that the argument? 

If there were any States-rights men here, they 
would be chary how they undertook to force a 
State. Both branches of Congress, a short time 
since, had passeda law implicated in this very clause 
of the constitution, declaring that all the States 
should be districted for the election of members of 
Congress. What had then been the opinion of Vir- 
= and of the gentleman himself? y; that the 

w was null and void. And when the members 
elected in violation of this law came up here, had 
not the gentleman and many others taken the high 
ground that a sovercign State was not to obey the 
mandate of Congress? and had they not admitted 
the members so elected? And are these the men 
(said Mr. R.) now to turn short round, and say 
that, because South Carolina had been exercising 
her right erroneously, she is not to be an exce 
tion, but is to be compelled to conform to the mode 
the other States have seen fit to adopt? That excep- 
tions may be made in favor of Maine—in favor of 
the North—but, as for South Carolina, she is ——— 
Sir, I will say no more. 

Mr. ELMER referred to and explained the pro- 
vision of the constitution, and said there was no 
constitutional objection to their adoption of the pro- 
posed amendment; and he did not see why in prin- 
= they should not allow any of the States, 
whose laws now authorized their choice of electors 
by the legislature, or who should hereafter make 
such enactments, to do it at any day they pleased, 
because their choice did not include the evil sought 
to be remedied. 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT said, if there was 
any force in the argument used for excepting South 
Carolina, it seemed to him it was sufficient groun 
for rejecting the bill. The object of the measure be- 
fore the House was to secure uniformity in the elec- 
tion of electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States. Now it must have been perfectly 
well known on the part of the moyer of this bill, that 


it would compel new ‘regulations on the part of the 
States. In another State beside South lina— 
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ichigan, if he was correctly informed—it would 
. necessary to amend their cenathation if this law 
was — He would respect the sovereignty of 
South Carolina in the same manner asof any State 
of the confederacy; but this was an exercise of a 
power coextensive with the Union itself; and if they 
assumed its exercise they must embrace every State 
in the confederacy, or the power was not exerciad in 
the sense the constitution intended. He concurred 
entirely with the views of the tleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Dromcootr,] and he trusted the ue 
sition to except South Carolina would not find favor 
with the House, as it would frustrate the great de- 
sign of the bill, and as the people of South Carolina 
themselves, he believed, did not desire to be made an 
exception to a law which operated on all the other 


tes. 
"a. HALE observed that, exceptions having 
been made in favor of these States that require a 
majority vote to elect their electors, he for one, as a 

resentative of one of the States thus situated, 
was contented to go further, and make an exception 
in favor of the State that chooses her electors by her 
legislauure. In reply toa suggestion thrown out by 
one of the gentlemen who took part in the debate, 
he would observe that, if this bill was to be modifi- 
ed so as to compel the States to choose their electors 
by less than a majority, they would attempt to do 
what the constitution did not authorize. The con- 
stitution simply gave to Congress the power in ref- 
erence as totime. Believing that this subject had 
already been sufficiently discussed, he called for the 
previous question. : 

The question being put on seconding the call for 
the previous question, it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—ayes 84, noes not counted. 

The main question was then ordered; and 

The SPEAKER stated that it would be first on 
the amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. CamPBeELL. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the vote being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 52, nays 141, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Baily, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, James A. Black, Bower, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chappell, Cobb, Cranston, Danicl, Dawson, Duncan, 
Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Hale, Hammett, Herrick. Holmes, 
Hoge, Houston, Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, La- 
branche, Lumpkin, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Elisha R. 
Potter, Reding, Rhett, Roberts, Saundérs, Simpson, Ste- 


hens, Sykes, Taylor, Wentworth, Woogggard, and 

ancey.—52. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Barrin- 
ger, Barnard, Benton, James Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Bren- 
le, Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, 
-arpenter. Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Collamer, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Darragh, Gairett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John 
W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, eeene, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, 
Fuller, Giddings, Goggin, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
H. Hamlin, Harden, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hopkins, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, 
G. W. Jones, John ate aniel P. King, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McCauslin, Mac “y, McClellan 
McClernard, McConnell, McIlvaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward 
Joy Morris, Joseph Morris, F, H. Morse, Moseley, Murphy, 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Paterson, Peyton, Phenix, Pol- 
lock, E. D. Petter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, D. 
8. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Russell, 
St. John, Semple, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. 

mour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, John T. Smith, 

Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John 
Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Alfred P.Stone, Strong, 
Summers, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Vance Vanmeter, 
Vinton, Weller,Wethered, Wheaton, John White, Benjamin 
Whi, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost.—141. 


5 ps the amendment of Mr. Campseu. was re- 
jected. : 

The question was then put on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole, and deci- 
ded in the affirmative without a division. 

The question was then stated to be on the en- 
grossment of the bill for a third reading. 
em DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays; 
w 

The House adjourned over to Monday next. 

The apenins notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporter by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Gen. A.V. Knicker- 
er, and 812 other citizens of Steubencounty, New York, 


in favor of the reduction of letter postage: referred to the 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

una TIBBATTS: ee ition of Captain William Stub- 
ld, of Mason county, Kentucky, praying that a pension 

may be granted to him on account of services in the Indian 





po from 1791 to 1794: referred to the Committee on Revo- 


Claims. 
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By MrSTETSON: The memorial of the trustees of the 
Bank of Potomac, Alexandria, D. C., asking for a charter; 
with the printed proceedings of the corporation, assigning 
its effects to trustees, and the opinion of R. 8. Coxe, esq., 
advising the trustees to continue their banking operations 
after the expiration of their charter, under the common-law 
rights of partnership associations: referredto the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. J.B. HUNT: The petition of Chester Parish, of 
Oakland county, Michigan, for arrears of pension: referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RITTER: The petition from Michael Spaly, for an 
increase of pension. Petition from the heirs of Henry Loby, 
deceased fora balance of pension alleded to be due them. 
Petition from Christina Gehret, for a pension under the act 
of 4th July, 1836. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WRIGHT: The petition of Samuel 
Colt, onthe subject of his convention ofthe water-proof 
cartridge: referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Lemuel Moody, of 
Portland, Maine, fora pension. Also, the petition of Jane 
Perry, and others, ane of William Stanwood, praying 
for a pension in consideration of the services of their father 
in the war of the revolution. 

By Mr. HUBARD: The petition of Mary Perry, and others, 
heirs of John Donnel, for a revolutionary pension. Also, 
the memorial of Wm. Vice, for a revolutionary pension: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By. Mr. J. W. STONE: The petition of Sally Cardwell, 
asking a pension: referred to the Committee of Revolution- 
mz Pensions. 

y Mr. FISH: The memorial of officers at Fort Columbus, 
and of 193 citizens, praying an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a building at Fort Columbus to receive the assem- 
bled garrison, and to accommodate the schools provided by 
the regulations. The petition of William Simpson, for com- 

ensation for damages done by troops in the year J814. 

e petition ofcertain publishers and editors, praying that 
deputy postmasters may be allowed to frank letters con- 
taining subscription money to newspapers, magazines, &c. 
The petition of William Depeus, for a reduction of the 
duties imposed on Canary wine by the tariff act of 1842. 
The petition of Mary Martin, late of New York, formerly 
Mary Lindsay, praying compensation for a negro man cap- 
tured by the British during the last war. The petition of 
Eliza Trenchard, and 13 others, widows of officers of the 
navy, praying that provision be made to restore to the navy 
pension fund the amount lost by depreciation, or other 
causes, 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 16, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro. tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Secretary of State, made agree- 
ably to act of 2d March, 1799, accompanied by 
abstracts of American seamen registered in each port 
of entry of the United States, from Oct. 1, 1843, to 
Sept. 30, 1844. 

Also a report from the Secretary of State, made 
agreeably to law, showing the number and designa- 
tion of the passengers who have arrived in each col- 
lection district of the United States during the three 


. first quarters of the year 1843, and the year com- 


—— Oct. 1, 1843, and ending Sept. 30, 1844; 
ich, 

On motion by M:. HUNTINGTON, were sever- 
ally ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Tennessee presented a petition 
from "Fhomas Cowperthwaite & Co., booksellers of 
the city of Philadelphia, praying the aid of govern- 
ment in the publication of the reports of the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, 

r. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from Thos. 
Dyer, Joseph Elwelt, and Lewis Ridlen, seamen on 
board the United States ship ‘“‘Adams,” praying 
compensation for loss of their property by the des- 
truction of that ship in the year 1814. 

Also the petition of Nathaniel Phillips, a seaman 
on board of the United States ship Adams, praying 
a pension for injuries received in the discharge of 
his duty, and compensation for loss of his propert 
— destruction of that vessel in the year 1814; 
which were severally referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
~ On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, the petition of 
Joseph Veazie, praying for a pension, was ordered 
to be taken from the files, and, with the additional 
documents in support of the claim he then presented, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER of New York, it 
was ordered that the petition of William Henson 
for a pension, be taken from the files, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from the 
trustees of the bank of Potomac, praying for a re- 
newal of their charter: referred to the mittee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLER gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for i 
square 249, belonging to the United States, in Wash- 


<< 
Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from sun- 


dry citizens of Delaware, praying 


$1 


that the piers at 
Fort Penn and Reedy Island may be repaired; and 
that the light-house on Brandywine shoal, in the 
Delaware river, may be completed: referred t6 the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from the trus- 
tees of the Farmer's bank of Alexandria, praying 
for a renewal of their charter: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also presented a petition from George Taylor, 
praying indemnity for losses sustained by French 
8 Letom prior to 1800; which was referred to the 
Comsnlttes on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of the city and county of St. Louis, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of that 
harbor: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, it was ordered that 
the petition and papers of Dr. McFarland, of New 
Orleans, be taken frem the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
Henry Williams, of Baltimore, praying that a draft 
of James Reeside, a contractor for t ing the 
mail, and accepted by the Post Office Department, 
may be protected and paid out of any money Con- 
gress may appropriate on behalf of Mary Reeside 
the widow and administratrix of the last will and 
testament of James Reeside: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STURGEON presented several memorials 
from citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
praying that the piers at Port Penn and Reedy is!- 
and may be put in repair by the government, and 
the light house on Brandywine shoals may be com- 
pleted: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition from 
Joshua Shaw, praying compensation for his inven- 
tion of copper caps and percussion locks for small 
arms, and locks and primers for cannon, and which 
the United States have appropriated to its own use 
without compensation, and in violation of its pledges: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of New York gave notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of the sureties of Samuel Swartwout, late 
collector of the port of New York. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, it was ordered that 
the memorial of Calvin Emery be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


Also presented a gpeuien from Mra. Pike, the 
widow of eral Pike, late ef the United States 
army, prayi for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Thomas 
Smith, praying for the repayment ofa fine imposed 
on him for an all violation of the revenue laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the memorial of 
the board of internal improvement of Michigan, 
praying. fora remission of duties on certain railroad 
iron, was ordered to be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, on his motion, it was ordered that the me- 
morial of the citizens of Michigan, praying that juria- 
diction in admiralty may be conferred on federal 
courts upon the waters of the northwestern lakes, 
be taken from the files, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Oregon, praying for the establishment of 
certain mail routes in that territory: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to introduce a bill ee to 
the State of Illinois the right to tax lands sold by 
the United States in that State, from and after the 
day of sale. 

r. BENTON presented a memorial from the 
city council of the city of St. Louis, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement or tion 
of the harbor of that city: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, it was ordered 
that the resolutions of the legislature of Maryland, 
asking Congress to make the bridges across |the 
eastern branch of the Potomac free bridges, be taken 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. : os 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, it was ordered 
that there be printed, for the use of the Post Office 
Department, one thousand copies extra of the report 
of the Postmaster General, and the papers and docu- 
ments connected therewith, communicated tg the 
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Senate by the President of the United States at the 
eommencement of the present session. 

Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Walker, Kinkle, and Caruthers; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PEARCE, on leave, introduced a bill con- 
firming and assenting to an act of the legislature of 
Virginia, entitled an ‘‘act further to amend an act in- 
corporating the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal compa- 
ny;” which was twice read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. WOODBURY introduced, on leave, a bill for 
the relief of William Russell and others; which was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported a bill for the relief of Mary Reeside, 
executrix of the last will and testament of James 
Reeside, deceased; which was read, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, the bill to settle the title to the 
Pea Patch island, in the river Delaware. 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill changing the time of holding 
the federal courts in the State of Kentucky. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the bill was 
taken up and considered as in committee of the 
whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BENTON introduced, on leave, a joint reso- 
lution for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, & Co.; which 
was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to es- 
tablish the collection district of Chicago; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the Joint Committee on the 
Library, reported back, without amendment, the bill 
to establish the Smithsonian Institution for the in- 
crease and diffusion of knowledge among men. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
introduced a joint resolution explanatory of the act 
making appropriation for the ao of revolu- 
tionary and other pensioners for the fiscal year end- 
ing 30th June, 1845; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. ; 

Mr. DICKINSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of causing to be 

sed by, orunder the direction of, the Secretary of War, 
for the use of the Senate, a statement exhibiting a true his- 
tory of the relation between the United States and the seve- 
rai Indian nations, from the revolutionary war down to the 
extinction ofthe Indian titles eastward of the Mississippi. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for the allow- 
ance of drawback upon foreign merchandise exported in the 
original packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fe, in Mexico, 
either by the route of the Arkansas river, through Van Bu- 
ren, or by the route of the Red river, through Fulton, or by 
the overland route through Jackson county, inthe State of 
Missouri; andto the British North American provinces ad- 
joining the United States. 


THE NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Jonnson on 
Wednesday last, came up in order, and was modi- 
fied by the mover to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the ewes A be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of modifying the 
naturalization laws of the United States so as to extend the 
time allowed to enable foreigners to become citizens; to 
require greater guards against fraud in the steps to be taken 
in procuring naturalization papers; and. to prevent, as far 
as practicable, fraud and violence at elections, and to pro- 
hibit the introduction of foreign convicts into the United 
States. 

Mr. JOHNSON observed that the facilities with 
which foreigners had been naturalized within the 
jast few years, the perjuries committed in effecting 
the object, and the fraud and violence by which our 
elections had been controlled, all prove the necessity 
of an immediate change in the naturalization laws of 
the United States; and that public sentiment every- 
where called loudly for prompt action upon the su 
ject, there could be no doubt. He remarked that, 

m information derived from the most respectable 
pources, it appears that thousands of foreigners were 
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naturalized and permitted to vote in some of the 
large cities at the late presidential election within a 
few weeks after they had reached our shores; that 
in the city of New York alone, upwards of 3,000 
foreigners had been metamorphosed into American 
citizens a few days before the said election; and 
that, in effecting the dirty purpose, the most enor- 
mous frauds had been perpetrated; that a com- 
mittee of vigilance in Philadelphia, composed of re- 
apectable men, had reported that, in a single ward 
ef that city, 305 votes had been taken in the late 
election, and that not one of the men who gave the 
votes was to be found in the ward ten days after 
the election. It is, indeed, a lamentable fact, said 
Mr. J., that most of the foreigners who emigrate to 
this country are profoundly ignorant of the nature 
of our government and of its political institutions, 
and are mere instruments in the hands of designing 
men, to be used atelections for the most corrupt pur- 
poses. They control our elections and participate 
in the mobs und riots which disgrace the country. 
Mr. J. said that, at the time of the passage of the 
naturalization law, it was the policy of the general 
government, owing to the extent of our territory and 
the sparseness of our population, to encourage em- 
igration to the United States; and that for a series 
of years, under the operation of the said law, the 
settlement and hea of the country had been 
greatly promoted. The blood of many noble and 
gallant spirits from foreign lands mingled with the 
blood of native Americans in establishing our inde- 
pendence; and for our most brilliant achievements 
during the late war, we are tly indebted to the 
aid of naturalized citizens. The people of Louis- 
iana, the great mass of whom at that time were com- 
posed of foreign Frenchmen and their descendants, 
received a unanimous vote of thanks from 
the Congress of the United States for the valor 
and patriotism they had displayed during 
the late war—an honor never bestowed on the 
people of any other State of the Union; and no 
portion of her population evinced more mourrens 
patriotism than her naturalized citizens. igh 
offices have been conferred upon naturalized citizens 
by the “rige and State governments; and many of 
whom have repeatedly received distinguished evi- 
dences of the confidence of the people. Their rights 
and privileges thus acquired, cannot be affected in 
the slightest degree by any act of legislation; nor was 
it his object to attempt to impair them. Neither 
would he concur in the passage of a law to prevent 
the strangers now in the United States, who may 
have taken the preliminary steps to become citizens, 
from perfecting their claim to be so received. It 
might be said that the facilities which our statutes 
afford, were so many invitations held out to emi- 
nts to come and settle among us; and that, on the 
aith of the promise implied in them, they renounc- 
ed their native country and their natural allegiance, 
for the home and political rights which were promis- 
ed to them here. And without stopping to inquire 
what strength and truth there may be in such a 
claim, he would yield to it; because nations, in their 
transactions with individuals, ought ever to be dis- 
tinguished for generosity and magnanimity. But 
here he would stop. It cannot be disguised, that, 
since the establishment of the policy which threw 
so widely open the doors of the constitution to 
strangers, a great change had come over our coun- 
try. Thecauses which induced such facilities to be 
afforded to men of foreign birth to become Ameri- 
can citizens have all passed away, except the feel- 
ings of kindness which were an element in the legis- 
lature; and they, with the exception of inflicting a 
positive wrong, must be subordinate‘to the great 
interests, the permanent happiness, and the abiding 
glory ofthenation. Our country, from the vast in- 
flux of emigrants for the last forty years, as well as 
the unprecedented natural increase of our native 
Pe requires no such extraneous aid to give 
ier strength. The vast augmented diffusion of 
education, improving native talent, does away the 
necessity of inviting knowledge by the promise of 
political privileges. And we have, therefore, no 
motive lef to extend such favors and indalgence, 
which are, in my view, adequate to counterbalance 
the positive evils that result from conferring them. 
Free government can only be preserved and suc- 
cessfully conducted by the wisdom of its citizens: 
therefore our efforts should be constantly directed 
to enlighten our native population. The mass of 
foreigners who come among us have as much to 
unlearn as to learn, to fit them for free government. 
The prejudices of birth, the predilections for the 
usages and customs of the country they came 


| giving the slightest sanction to the first proposition 
_ considered in it, which was, to extend the term of 
| residence now required by law for the admission of 


, law by the people of the United States. He thought 
, thateven the honorable senator from Ohio [Mr. At- 
| LEN] could not deny that this state of solicitude de- 
‘manded an rE on the part of the legislative 
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from, the love of its political instituti 

a hatred so of hens; confound licens 
with well regulated freedom, all conspire, in 
Opinion, to render it no longer desirable the 
they should be depositaries of political power 
in this country. In making these observations, 
said he was well aware that individuals might emis 
among us, to whom they do not apply; that men 
might emigrate here of whom yaa fer ore might be 
co We mightagain have our Lafayettes oa Gal. 
atins, our Montgomerys and Emmetts. But we cap. 
notact on exceptions. We must look at the mass—; 
the swarms of needy, ignorant people, which the 
necessities of Europe are promt casting on our 
shores. He did not wish to be understood, jn 
making these remarks, as being opposed to the emi. 
gration of foreigners to the United States. }, 
would still allow strangers to seek an asylum jn 
this country, and would permit them to acquire land 
and other property; and he would protect them in 
their persons and rights of property, and in the un. 
molested enjoyment of the religion they profess. 
but he would not extend to them the exercise of po. 
litical rights, until they should have resided here a 
time sufficiently long to understand our laws and 
political institutions, and to become identified in in. 
terest and feeling with the American people. The 
should comprehend the rights, and appreciate the 
duties of American citizens, before they participate 
in the administration of the government. And 
he would prohibit foreign governments from trans- 
porting their convicts and paupers into this country, 
which some of them have done within the last few 
years to an alarming extent. 

This question “ Mr. J.) soars far above party 
considerations. It is a question upon which de- 
pends, not only the purity of our political institu- 
tions, but the preservation of the government itself. 
All parties—whigs, democrats, natives, and natural- 
ized citizens—are equally interested in guarding 
against a repetition of the abuses complained of, 
which, if not prevented in future, may ultimately 
destroy our government. 

Mr. ALLEN said it was customary, he believed, 
to permit all résolutions of mere inquiry to pass the 
Senate without opposition; but as that fact might 
not be known universally throughout the country, 
he chose to state it now, in reference to this particu- 
lar resolution;-and to say that, so far as he was con- 
cerned, in permitting it to pass to a committee with- 
out opposition, he did not wish to be understood as 















































foreigners to the privilege of naturalization. He 
wished to say this; and further to remark that, as it 
was a subject which had been incidentally before the 
Senate on a previous occasion, and as it would now 
go to one of the ablest committees of that body, he 
trusted that gentlemen who entertained opinions 
like those which the honorable senator from Vir- 
—- ArcHer] was known to entertain with 
regard to the naturalization laws, would embody 
those opinions in a definite proposition, that the 
Senate might see what the state of the case was, and 
be prepared to meet it. 
Mr. ARCHER observed that he was extremely 
aves that this very important subject had been 
rought to the attention of this body, in the grave 
form in which it was now before the Senate, in the 
resolution of the honorable senator from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Jonnson.] Whatever might be the meritsor 
demerits of the proposition avowed in that resolu- 
tion, this at least was an incontestable proposition; 
that a very great degree of curiosity and solicitude 
had been exhibited in regard to the naturalization 
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bodies of the United States. He had been waiting 
himself with a design, if no other gentleman should 
take the lead, which the honorable senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Jonnson] had taken, to be the hum- 
ble organ of presenting to the attention of the Senate 
and the whole American public this question, which 
he believed, in his very conscience, had become the 
most important that could now agitate the public 
mind in the United States. . 
He did not merely deem the question involved in 
the resolution just submitted transcendental in its 
magnitude and importance. He deemed it even 
more than that: it was an issue that oe 
every other issue that was at this time vital in its in- 
terest to the people of the United States, 
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